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INTRODUCTION

Description of Report

This is the second annual end-of-year report summarizing

the multiple efforts of administrators, teachers, and students

in the Los Angeles Unified School District on behalf of children

whose primary language is not English. It document the dis-

trict's compliance with the Supreme Court's decision for nation-

al origin minority children in Lau v. Nichols.

Following this introduction, the report is organized into

chapters corresponding to the major chapters in the district's

Lau Plan: Identification and Assessment; Elementary Programs;

Secondary Programs; Special Education Programs; Staffing Activi-

ties; Staff Development Program; Community Involvement Program;

Administrative Organization and Supportive Mon!'..oring; Counsel-

ing and Psychological Services; Other Support Services; and

Evaluation.

The narrative chapters are followed by appendixes containing

tables of numerical details referenced in the text, a reader's

glossary of special terms and acronyms, and forms and instruc-

tions used in gathering data.

xi



Description of District

The Los Angeles Unified School District is the second larg-

est public school system in the United States. Territory served

by the district includes the 464 square miles of the City of Los

Angeles and the seven cities of Cudahy, Gardena, Huntington Park,

Lomita, Maywood, San Fernando, and Vernon. Portions of 18 other

cities and unincorporated county areas fall within district

boundaries. The cities of Boston, Cleveland, Denver, Detroit,

Milwaukee, Philadelphia, Providence, and Washington would fit

within the margins of the district.

The district's regular school enrollment in Kindergarten

through Grade 12 was approximately 671,000 when counted in

October 1979. This figure was nearly half (44%) of the total

school enrollment for Los Angeles County, and approximately 13%

of the total enrollment in California public schools.

In 1979-80, the district operated 428 elementary, 75 junior

high, and 49 senior high schools, 42 continuation schools; 21

schools for handicapped; 5 opportunity schools; 54 magnet

schools and centers; 6 midsite schools; 27 community adult

schools; 5 regional occupational centers; and 1 regional occupa-

tional program center. In addition to these 713 schools the

district also operated 89 children's centers, 7 skills centers,

and 2 opportunity centers.

The district began the 1979-80 school year with 32,411

certificated and 25,564 classified employees. It also employed

xii



4,782 certificated substitutes and 7,121 nonteaching substi-

tutes.

Project History

The Los Angeles Unified School District developed a Lau Plan

in response to the January 1974 Supreme Court decision in Lau v.

Nichols (414 U.S. 563). The response provides programs for stu-

dents of national origin minority, instructing them in English

as well as in their primary language.

A Lau Steering Committee was formed on April 7, 1978, with

district-wide representation from community, teachers, and ad-

ministrators. A Lau Task Force was formed with representation

from various district offices to prepare the district Lau Plan

and was comprised of seven working committees: Assessment and

Evaluation, Elementary Program, Secondary Program, Community

Involvement, Staff Development, Special Education, and Counsel-

ing and Psychological Services.

With the initiation of activities for Counseling and Psycho-

logical Services, Other Support Services, and Special Education

Programs in September 1979, all components of the Lau Plan were

operating.



Chapter 1

Identification and Assessment

Goals

According to the Lau Plan, identification and assessment

procedures will identify national origin minority students from

non-English language backgrounds, assess their educational needs,

and prescribe an appropriate educational program.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The plan for gathering data to measure component goals

called for descriptive statistics from 17 instruments:

1. Home Language Survey (HLS)

Since September 1978, a HLS has been used to identify

students from homes where a language other than English

is spoken. Available to schools in 15 languages, the

survey asks:

Which language did your son or daughter learn when

he or she first began to talk?

What language does your son or daughter most fre-

quently use at home?

1
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What language do you use most frequently to speak toe

your son or daughter?

. Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL)

Students Who Are New Enrollees.

The BINL is a standardized individually administered

test of oral language proficiency. Within 30 days of

enrollment in September, all students new to the dis-

trict who have a home language other than English take

the BINL to assess their oral English. If they enroll

after the 30-day period, they must take the BINL within

10 days.

Pupils Being Considered for Transition (Elementary Only).

NES/LES pupils being considered for transition to an

English-only program must take the BINL as one of four

transition criteria (Lau Plan, pp. 55-57): (a) recom-

mendation by teacher; (b) identification as FES on BINL,

(c) score at or above the 16th percentile on a standard-

ized test of reading and mathematics; and (d) recommen-

dation by local administrator after consultation with

parent and staff.

4, Students Requiring Retesting.

A student may be reassessed within 10 days if the par-

ent, teacher, or school administrator expresses a rea-

sonable doubt about the accuracy of the language class-

fication. A retest must be administered and rc2turned

to Research and Evaluation within 10 days after receiv-

ing the student's first BINL results.
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Students to be Assessed with BINL in Primary Language.

The BINL is to be used as a diagnostic instrument in

the primary language component of a bilingual program,

Grades K through 12 (Lau Plan, pp. 48, 51). The BINL

is to be administered by the person responsible for

the student's primary language component. Identified

NES/LES students in bilingual programs must be tested

in their primary language in other curriculum areas.

Monitoring Forms.--In 1978-79,two forms were developed to

monitor the implementation of Lau programs in elementary and

junior high schools. Based on program changes and validity

checks, these forms were modified for use in all schools in 1971-

80. Community members served on the monitoring teams along with

teachers, administrators, and staff representatives from area

offices, Bilingual-ESL Services Branch, and Research and

Evaluation Branch. Staff development sessions on the goals of

the monitoring process and on use of the instruments were held

for all team participants in December 1979 and January 1980.

The monitoring of 40 randomly selected schools occurred between

December 4, 1979, and April 17, 1980.

The scale used in both instruments was

NA = not applicable

1 = not yet implementing

2 = working toward implementation

3 = implementing

I
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3. Elementary Lau Monitoring Instrument (Form 1341)

The instrument was used in 20 randomly selected Lau

elementary schools to judge implementation in eight

program features:

Identification

41 Assessment

Implementation

Curriculum

Methods

Placement and transition criteria

Staff development

41 Community involvement

4. Secondary Lau Monitoring Instrument (Form 1341)

The secondary school monitoring instrument has been

applied in 20 randomly selected Lau junior and senior

high schools to assess implementation of seven of the

features listed above (exception: Methods).

School Summaries.--Elementary class summaries and secondary

school summaries were developed to obtain Lau program informa-

tion from schools using individual student profiles completed in

April and May. This series of forms is described in the follow-

ing three sections.

5. Elementary School Summaries

Three forms were developed to obtain information from

ti
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elementary classroom teachers. They were sem: to pll

elementary schools in late May for completion and re-

turn in early June. The forms were (see Appendi:)

Elementary Class Summary for Lau Bilingual Programs

(Form 1348)

Elementary Class Summary for Lau Bilingual Individual

Learning Programs (Form 1349)

Checklist for Elementary School Lau Summary Forms

(Forms 1360)

Forms 1348 and 1349 asked for information on elementary

Lau program features and pupil information that included

categories such as primary language proficiency level, num-

ber and languages of NES/LES pupils, participation in in-

tegration and other programs, and number of pupils who met

English reading and transition criteria.

6 Secondary School Summaries

Four forms were developed to gather information from

secondary schools and were sent to all secondary

schools in late May for completion and return by early

June. The following are the forms that secondary

schools used this year (see copies in Appendix)

Secondary School Summary for Lau Instructional Program

(Form 1344)

Secondary Lau ESL Class Teacher Summary (Form 1345)

Senior and Junior Lau ESL Class Student Summary (Forms

1346 and 1347)
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Checklists for Senior and Junior High School Lau

Summary Forms (Forms 1361 and 1362)

The first three forms asked for data on Lau program

features such as students, classes, teachers, aides, tu-

tors, parents, and student placements. The checklist forms

helped schools assure accuracy and completion, and facili-

tate processing in the central office.

7 Special Educations Schools and Special Day Classes

Three forms were developed to collect data from special

education classroom teachers located in special educa-

tion schools and in regular elementary and secondary

schools. These forms were sent to all special education

schools and designated regular schools in late May for

completion and return in early June. The forms were

(see Appendix):

Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form 1351)

Summary of Special Education in Lau Programs in Identi-

fied as NES/LES by the BINL (Form 1352)

Checklist for Special Education Lau Summary Forms

(Form 1363)

Forms 1351 and 1352 gathered descriptive information

about special education Lau program features and pupil

counts by handicap category and type of schools.

Findings

Home Language Survey. -- Information from randomly monitored

titi
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Lau schools indicated that, with few exceptions, all schools

obtained a HLS for each student. (Tables 1 and 2). For those

students whose home language is not one of the 15 into which the

HLS was translated, a bilingual staff member or trained volunteer

assisted school personnel in conducting the survey. The survey

was part of the enrollment for all students new to the district,

and is filed in each student's cumulative record.

BINL Processing Center.--The BINL Processing Center in the

district's Research and Evaluation Branch processed 143,980 BINL

score sheets between September 1979 and June 1980 (Table 3). The

approximate time to return results to each school was within 6 to

8 weeks overall; however, records indicate that some returns took

up to 12 weeks in the spring, largely due to clerical turnover

and limited staffing in the bilingual evaluation unit, as well as

computer errors.

BINL.--Testing with the BINL involved 91,825 new students in

Grades K-12 from September 11, 1979 to June 13, 1980 (Table 3).

Included in this number are continuing students whose BINL re-

cords were not forwarded to their new school.

If a parent, teacher, or administrator has a reasonable

challenge to the testing and thus to the resulting BINL language

classifi_ation, the student may be retested. Retests were given

to 1,036 students (1).

Over 17,000 elementary pupils took the BINL as one of fouT

criteria for transition into an English-only program.
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Elementary schools reported that a total of 5,928 pupils

had met all four transition criteria and entered an English-only

program. In Grades K-6, approximately 33,000 pupils were as-

sessed in their primary language with the BINL by the person

responsible for primary language instruction.

Identification of Secondary Students.--Based on concerns

expressed by principals, teachers, and UTLA, a committee of

teachers and administrators was established to reexamine the

appropriateness of the identification process and programs pro-

vided for NES/LES secondary students. The committee completed

its work in July, and its recommendations are awaiting adminis-

trative approval.

Return of Summary Forms.--Summary forms were sent to 13

categories of schools that included regular schools, midsites,

magnets, and special education locations. Returns (Table 4) were

highest from elementary schools (99%), junior high schools (97%),

senior high schools (92%), and special education schools (91%),

averaging a 10% improvement over 1979 returns that was directly

attributable to persistent follow-up by evaluators throughout

June and July.

Secondary schools with special day classes for exceptional

children, a category of school service not separately counted

last year, also achieved a 91% return (Table 4).

Since schools had to summarize each class on a separate

fr-r., a school was tallied in the return column for any qunntity

of forms returned without weighting for number of forms returned
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(Table 4). This will help in considering the return rate when

interpreting data from the Summary forms.

Language Testing Project.--For 1980-81, the district pro-

posed to the Court in Crawford (and the Court approved) a Lan-

guage Testing Project for 135 schools in the Bilingual Classioom

Teacher Program (see Chapter 5 and Memorandum No. 41 in Appendix

C). The purpose of the project is to examine the feasibility,

efficiency, and cost of various methods that would assist schools

and teachers with language testing programs (e.g., Traveling

Testing Team; Release of Local Teachers to Test by Use of Sub-

stitute Teachers; and Use of Professional Expert Assistance).

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

Identification and assessment information was used to pre-

scribe programs for identified Lau students, as described in

detail in Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this report.

BINL results were not returned to schools within four weeks,

which may have hampered appropriate program placement of stu-

dents.

Identification procedures for secondary students are cur-

rently being refined by a district committee.

Goals for this component were substantially met during the

project year.



Chapter 2

ELEMENTARY PROGRAMS

Goals

The major Goal of Lau Elementary Programs is to provide all

NES, LES, and FES pupils with a curriculum designed to meet their

assessed educational needs. NES/LES pupils in Grades K-6 are to

be given an appropriate bilingual/bicultural program that avoids

racial or ethnic isolation.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The steps and instruments (HLS, BINL, Elementary Class

Summaries, and Elementary Lau Monitoring Instrument) used to

evaluate Lau elementary programs are described in Chapter 1.

Findings for BILPs

Numbers and Languages.--Bilingual Individual Learning Pro-

grams (BILPs) were established for 17,504 pupils in 78 languages,

including languages not listed (Table 5). Compared with records

for 1978-79, pupils participating in BILPs decreased by 2,499

while the number of primary languages increased by 11 The

primary languages that involved the greatest number of elementary

10



11

pupils were Spanish (11,524), Korean (1,023), Cantonese (788),

and Vietnamese (751) (Table 5).

Reasons for BILPs.--Of the 17,504 pupils assigned to BILPs,

6,235 were withdrawn from bilingual/bicultural programs by par-

ent request (Table 6). Compared 1978-79 records, this is an

increase of 1,890 pupils assigned to BILPs due to parent request.

A total of 5,777 (507) NES/LES Spanish speaking pupils were

placed in BILPs due to parent request (Table 7). BILP summaries

indicated that another 9,909 pupils were assigned to BILPs due

to lack of 10 or more in a grade level to form a Lau bilingual/

bicultural program or class (Table 6). Schools reported numbers

of Farsi-speaking and Russian - speaking pupils were assigned to

BILP7 due to pare.lt request; however, analysis of the summaries

indicates that these pupils were assigned to BILPs due to a lack

of 10 or more in a grade in these languages--for most of the

school year--to form a bilingual/bicultural program (Table 7).

Progress.--Class summaries for BILPs indicated that 8,177

pupils met the Lau criteria for advancement into English reading

(Table 6). A total of 2,541 pupils made the transition to an

English-only program (Table 6).

Primary Language Support.--Paid bilingual aides and to -cher

assistants provided the most primary language support for all

language groups; adult volunteers provided the least (Table 7).

Integration and Other Programs.--Elementary schools report-
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ed that a total of 1,711 NES/LES pupils with BILPs were attend-

ing their schools from another attendance area, as of June 1980.

Of these, 837 (49%) were participants in the mandatory integra-

tion program (Table 8).

Findings ior Bilingual Programs

Bilingual Program Model.--The district staffed 2,617 self-

contained bilingual/bicultural classrooms. This is an increase

of 833 classrooms over the 1978-79 school year. Another 1,391

classrooms implemented team-teaching and itinerant teacher pro-

gram models (Table 9).

Numbers.--As of June 1980, the total number of elementary

NES/LES pupils assigned to bilingual programs was 51,980 (Table

10). Compared with records for 1978-79, pupils participating in

bilingual/bicultural programs increased by 12,590. The greatest

number of pupils participating in bilingual programs were in

kindergarten (13,073) with a decreasing number at each grade

(exception: Grade 4) (Table 10). Spanish accounted for the

largest number of participants in every administrative area

(Table 11).

Primary Language Proficiency.--Of the 51,980 pupils as-

signed to bilingual programs, 18,954 pupils had BINL results in

their primary languages for diagnostic and prescriptive informa-

tion. Of these, 5,008 (26%) were found to be proficient speak-

ers of their primary language, 5,086 (2770) functional, 5,638

(3U--,) limited, and 3,222 (177.,) nonspeakers (Table 12). For
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3,108 (96%) of this last category, the home language was Spanish.

Results for approximately 14,000 pupils who took the BINL

in their primary language reached the schools too late for in-

clusion in the June count.

Progress.--Class summaries for bilingual programs indicated

that 10,245 elementary pupils met the Lau criteria for placement

into English reading. A total of 3,387 pupils made the transi-

tion to an English-only program (Table 13).

Teachers and Aides.--According to reports from elementary

schools, Class T and II teachers comprised 33% (1,312) of the

4,008 teachers providing instruction for Lau pupils in bilingual

programs. A total of 938 Class IV teachers were assigned to bi-

lingual programs (Table 14); of these, 149 (16%) who were teach-

ing 1,225 pupils (2%) had no bilingual aide, teacher assistant,

or certificated person to assist in primary language instruction.

In June 1980, the district negotiated an agreement with OCR that

allowed use of Class IV teachers if they would sign waivers no

later than fall 1980. The majority of these teachers are ex-

pected to sign, and will be assisted by bilingual personnel to

meet Lau guidelines. (See Glossary for descriptions of teacher

Class.)

Schools reported 3,976 bilingual aides and teacher assistants

assigned to bilingual programs for three hours daily (Table 14).

Integration and Other Programs.--Elementary Summaries re-

ported a total 1,703 NES/LES pupils participating in bilingual
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programs from schools in other attendance areas. Pairs and

clusters accounted for the largest number of pupils (Table 15).

Findings for Telephol.e Survey

During fall 1979, a telephone survey of elementary school

principals was undertaken to begin assessing the effectiveness

of the Lau program implementation. A random sample of 22 ele-

mentary schools was drawn from the 10 administrative areas. The

principals or designees were asked about the strengths, weak-

nesses, and needs in relation to their personnel, program, and

supplies for LAU activities.

During spring 1980, each of the schools in the sample was

contacted for the follow-up interview. The principals were

asked about any changes that had occurred in the areas of in-

quiry since the previo "s interview. Two additional questions

were included: (a) positive and/or negative outcomes for stu-

dents as a result of Lau programs, and (b) positive and/or neg-

ative effects of mandated testing originating outside the class-

room on NES/LES students. The results of these interviews are

summarized below.

Personnel.--The majority of the 22 elementary principals

interviewed said that the strength of their bilingual program

was their outstanding teachers, coordinators, and aides. Princi-

pals indicated that lack of personnel with sufficient fluency to

handle primary language instruction, and lack of classroom aides

with adequate training were continual problems. "Paid staff

t I
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development activities" was frequently mentioned by principals

as a means to enhance bilingual skills. More bilingual teachers

and aides, particularly in languages other than Spanish, was

listed as a top priority by some principals. A few principals

stated that aides were carrying out the program and were not

trained as teachers.

Program.--One general consensus of principals was that ESL

and Spanish reading were strong curriculum areas. They strongly

agreed that revision and clarification of Lau transition crite-

ria were needed. This improvement would also aid in preventing

pupils from remaining in the program too long.

Pupil Outcomes.--Principals tended to agree that they are

beginning to see more positive outcomes as a result of pupil

participation in Lau programs. Pupils have made positive gains

in the affective domain such as in self-image and personal ad-

justment. In the cognitive areas, pupils are making good pro-

gress, learning English, and using Spanish reading skills,

according to comments made by the principals.

Supplies.--Some principals felt that present funding levels

were insufficient to cover both personnel and supplies in school

sites and especially those schools with few pupils, rapidly

growing enrollments, and multiple languages.

Testing.--"Too much testing overall" was the message from

principals. The primary recommendation by principals was to

'1J A
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eliminate or reduce the testing. Other areas of concern were

to provide for continued inservice on BINL testing and to give

more timely feedback about the BINL. BINL testing was consid-

ered an adequate measure if properly administered, according

to principals.

Other Findings

Monitoring.--District monitoring teams visited 20 elemen-

tary schools selected at random and determined that virtually

all of them had implemented the Lau plan (see Chapter 8 for

details).

Curriculum.--Raters on the monitoring teams consistently

rated oral ESL the highest in all curriculum models. Multi-

cultural and other content areas in the primary language were

rated among the weakest by the monitoring teams (Table 1,

Section IV).

Mixed Classes.--During the monitoring of elementary schools

by district staff members and community representatives, raters

observed pupils in classrooms and unanimously concluded that Lau

classes were neither racially nor ethnically isolated (Table 1,

Section III).

School Responsibilities. - -The responsibilities of personnel

involved in the bilingual/bicultural programs were consistent

with guidelines established in the Lau Plan in a majority of the

schools monitored (Table 1, Section III).
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Methods.--Monitored schools used a variety of language

delivery systems for instructing NES/LES pupils (Table 1,

Section V).

Transition.--The combined total rf pupils in the BILPs and

bilingual programs who made the transition to English-only pro-

grams was 5,928 (Tables 6 and 13). Compared with the 1978-79

school year, this was an increase of 619 pupils.

Total Served.--As of June 1980, the total number of elemen-

tary NES/LES pupils participating in bilingual/bicultural pro-

grams and BILPs was 69,484 (Tables 5 and 10), representing an

increase of 10,091 pupils over the 1978-79 count.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

For parents who requested that teir child be withdrawn

from bilingual programs, additional parent education sessions

may need to be offered to increase their understanding of bilin-

gual programs.

Since the number of Lau pupils qualifying for an English-

only program increased by a small margin, schools may not have

reported all pupils who met the transition criteria due to in-

complete records. A study of the effectiveness of the transi-

tion criteria will be conducted in 1980-81.

NES/LES pupils who are chosen to participate in mandatory

integration programs and who might be leaving one kind of bilin-

gual program in the sending school to enter a different one in

the receiving school may merit more evaluative consideration of
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the impact of the change for their instructional needs.

Schools need help in recruiting bilingual personnel co

assist teachers who are not proficient in the language or NES/

LES pupils.

Further study is needed on diagnosing tae instructional

needs of pupils identified as nonspeakers or limited speakers

of their primary language.

In the face of remarkable constraints during 1979-80 (such

as the need for more_ qualified teachers and aides, and district-

wide adjustments to court orders for busing and changes !io meet

integration goals), the district still has substantially im-

proved the quantity and quality of its services to elementary

Lau pupils and continues its efforts to meet the goals of this

component.



Chapter 3

SECONDARY PROGRAMS

Goals

The basic goal of the Secondary Lau Programs is to provide

all identified NES/LES students with an appropriate ESL or

bilingual/bicultural program to meet their assessed educational

needs. This is to be done in classrooms that have substantially

the same enrollment as other classes in the same subject, in

classes that are not racially or ethnically isolated, and with

these students integrated into regular classes for at least one

non-language-related class a day.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

As described in Chapter 1, the following instruments were

used to collect data for secondary pn7Igrams:

1. Home Language Survey

2. Basic LIventory of Natural Language

3. Secondary Student Profiles

4. Secondary School Summaries

5. Secondary Lau Monitoring Instrument

19
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Two activities were undertaken during the 1979-80 school

year to determine the extent and success of Lau implementation in

district schools. One of these was school visits by monitoring

committees. The other was telephone interviews of principals.

Both of these activities will be discussed in this chapter

School Monitoring Visits.--The monitoring instrument for

secondary schools was revised for 1979-80 (Chapter 8). Monitor-

ing teams were comprised of various people drawn from the commu-

nity, administrators, teachers, and area and central offices.

Each team, usually of four to six members, visited schools on a

prearranged basis. They interviewed teachers, administrators,

aides, and community members. They also observed classes and

investigated school records. Their responsibility was to deter-

mine the extent to which the Lau Plan was being implemented.

Monitoring teams visited 10 junior high schools and 10 se-

nior high schools, selected randomly, during the school year.

Each visitor rated the school on a monitoring instrument.

The rating possibilities were: NA--the statement was not appro-

priate for this school at that time; 1--the school is not vet

implementing this aspect; 2--the school is in the process of

implementing this aspect; 3--the school is implementing this

aspect. There was a total of 31 person-visits at junior high

schools and 31 at senior high. Median ratings were calculated

for each point of inquiry and are available in the Appendix

(Table 2). Results of ratings are discussed in Findings.
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Telephone Survey.--The telephone became a Lau evaluation

tool. In fall 1979 and spring 1980, 11 junior high schools and

11 senior high schools, chosen at random, were called about their

implementation of the Lau Program. This followed a letter an-

nouncing the telephone survey and explaining questions to be

asked. The principal, or designated representative, was asked to

identify the strengths, weaknesses, and needs in the categories

of personnel, program, and supplies. In the spring semester, two

additional questions were included: (a) positive and/or nega-

tive outcomes for students as a result of Lau programs, and (b)

positive and/or negative effects of mandated testing originating

outside the classroom on NES/LES students. Interviewees were

invited to make additional comments in both phases of the tele-

phone survey.

A summary of the major points listed by principals is

included in the findings section.

Findings

Numbers.--Secondary schools have identified 27,564 students

in Grades 7-12 as NES/LES (Table 16). The Secondary School Sum-

maries indicated that a total of 23,912 students were participat-

ing in either a bilingual/bicultural, an ESL, or a bilingual

individual learning program (Table 17). A difference of 3,652

(13%) students were not participating in one of the above pro-

grams. The junior high schools identified the largest number of

NES/LES students--15,753--for the school year (Table 161

Spanish was the dominant language of NES/LES students in
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junior high schools (Table 18) and also in senior high schools

(Table 19).

In junior high schools the largest number of students

(6,379, 52%) were enrolled in beginning ESL (Table 20). In

senior high schools, the majority of students (2,037, 28%) were

enrolled in ESL Level 1 (Table 21).

Classes.--Secondary schools reported a total of 3,499 bilin-

gual and ESL program classes, based on student profiles and master

schedules in June 1980. Following the Lau Plan on meeting NES/

LES student needs, demand was highest for ESL classes (1,881) and

lowest for bilingual U.S. history (34) (Table 23). There were

413 math classes with primary language support (Table 22).

Teachers and Aides.--There were 569 ESL teachers (Table 24)

and 778 bilingual teachers instructing in six categories of ESL

classes (Table 25), while 182 bilingual teachers were teaching

four different bilingual classes (Table 26).

Of 682 ESL teachers assigned to ESL classes, 460 had an

English major or minor background and 503 were involved in dis-

trict methodology classes in Lau programs (Table 27).

The district employed 308 bilingual aides to help in ESL

classes (Table 28) and 43 bilingual aides to assist in bilingual

classes (Table 29). Secondary schools reported that 6,611 aide-

periods and 1,198 tutor-periods assisted teachers instructing

NES/LES students (Table 30).

Progress.--Secondary schools have implemented procedures for
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students to advance from one ESL level to another using either

passing scores on district-developed final exams for each level

or average passing scores on district-developed proficiency tests

for each level.

Secondary school summaries reported 540 students had met

transition criteria from bilingual to ESL programs, while 2,671

students went from ESL into regular programs (Table 31).

Junior high schools reported that 3,772 students made a

satisfactory score when screened with the CTBS Espanol, Level C,

and were placed in an ESL program. Another 858 students simi-

larly tested needed more instruction in their primary language

and were placed in a bilingual/bicultural program (Table 32).

Secondary school summaries revealed that parents were in-

formed of bilingual program placement and parents of 3,825 stu-

dents were consulted regarding bilingual individual learning

programs for their children. Only 37 parents withdrew their

children from a bilingual program (Table 33).

NES/LES students were involved in the district's integration

efforts by participating in one of the following programs: edu-

cational options, permit with transportation (PWT), magnet, pair/

cluster, midsite, and other programs. The highest number of

students (533) were participating in pair/cluster programs, while

the smallest number of students (14) were in educational options

programs (Table 34).

New Classes.--Secondary schools reported that several new

classes were introduced into curriculum offerings for NES/LES stu-
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dents. An orientation/guidance course of study produced 258

classes, and 225 classes in U.S. history and geography were ini-

tiated in bilingual and ESL programs.

Monitored Schools.--Median ratings indicated that junior and

senior high schools have made substantial gains in identifying

and assessing students as NES/LES and in establishing their

placement in a bilingual-bicultural or ESL program.

The monitoring ratings judged the curriculum model of the

bilingual-bicultural program at the intermediate and advanced

levels to be the weakest elements in the junior high Lau program.

Senior high schools continued to be weakest in their staff devel-

opment and community involvement components (Table 2).

Telephone Survey.--The following are the key points that

were deemed to be the most significant and most important for

secondary schools.

First, principals agreed in both Phase 1 and Phase 2 that

the greatest assets of their Lau program were the abilities of

their bilingual and ESL staffs, including aides. In addition,

principals said that their teachers exhibited strong attitudes

of dedication and were sensitive to the needs of their students.

The weakest area in personnel matters, according to principals,

was the shortage of qualified teachers and aides, lack of ade-

quate training for teachers and aides who need it, and personnel

policies that prevent principals from securing qualified teachers

for their schools. What principals stressed both phases was a
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need for stronger district effort in the recruitment and reten-

tion of tau personnel.

Secod, in both phases there was no general consensus among

the interviewees about program aspects. However, some principals

stated that the implementation of Lau programs was better under-

stood as a result of staff's being more familiar with Lau require-

ments, and they praised their community and parent support.

Third, again principals agreed in both phases that they were

satisfied with the availability of current materials and supplies

for the Lau students. However, principals warned that with in-

creases and changes in student population, materials mur- be

readily adaptable to meet student needs. Several principals

suggested that some materials need to be reevaluated for appro-

priateness of maturity and reading level for their students.

Fourth, two new questions were included for principals in

Phase 2: their opinions on the positive or negative outcomes

for students as a result of Lau programs, and the positive or

negative effects of mandated testing originating outside the

classroom.

Principals varied with their feelings. Some said that the

majority of their NES/LES students were progressing well but that

the current testing program was too burdensome for their Lau

students. Others voiced strong opposition to the district's

testing program, characterized as excessive and taking valuable

time from classroom instruction.

Last, in both phases, principals sunned up their feelings by

I (44 .t
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saying that they have experienced growing pains the first two

years with their Lau programs, but were confident that they were

progressing toward full implementation and were making great

strides in meeting all Lau requirements.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

Secondary schools have provided appropriate programs for

the majority of identified NES/LES students.

.Decondary schools were implementing bilingual/bicultural and

ESL programs that follow the Lau Plan requirements and guidelines

described in the district's Secondary School Curriculum Course of

Study.

'Monitored schools integrated NES/LES students into regular

classes and the size of the classes provided for these students

was generally the same as for like classes in the school.

Principals participating in the Telephone Survey indicated

that the services received by their Lau students were excellent

and appropriate.

Success for program implementation could be attributed to

the quality of teachers, aides, coordinators, and support from

administrative staffs. Also, community support played an impor-

tant role in many Lau programs, according to principals.



Goals

Chapter 4

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS

Special Education programs for Lau students will:

1. Identify national origin minority students ...Tho are hand-

icapped and from non-English language backgrounds.

2. Assess the educational needs of identified handicapped

students through diagnostic-prescriptive procedures and

as mandated by P.L. 94-142.

3. Prescribe an educational program that will meet the

assessed needs of identified handicapped students in

their primary language.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The evaluation of special education programs made use of

data collected through the following instruments, described in

Chapter 1.

1. Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form 1351)

2. Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs

Identified as NES/LES by BINL (Form 1352)

27
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3. Information collected from staff members in the Special

Education Division

(Note: The Lau year-end repor' for 1978-79 reported special

education NES/LES students as "nonverbal' and "verbal." Due to

changes in the Division's Lau Plan, NES/LES nonverbal students

are currently classified as NES/LES students identified by parent

interview, and NES/LES verbal students are now designated as NES/

LES students identified by BINL.)

Findings for NES/LES Students Identified by Parent Interview

Numbers.--A total of 1,120 NES/LES students in Grades K-12

were identified by the parent interview process in regular schools

and special education ,chools Liable 35). Included in this count

are a few students whc did not return a home language surrey.

Thes-,!. students will be further assessed through a teacher obser-

vation form begj_nning in fall 1980 (see Appendix).

Language.--Spanish-speaking students comprised 88% of the

NES/LES students enrolled in special education programs. TMR

Spanish-speaking students enrolled in special education schools

were the greatest in number (Table 35).

English fluency.--Parent interview forms indicated the

following degrees of English fluency for special education stu-

dents (Tables "--,6). only primary languag_ spoken, 42%; primary

language spoken with some English, 36%; and primary language and

English used interchangeably, 22%.

Parent Education.--Special euucation schools reported that

4 ,
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154 parents attended parent education classes during the school

year. Regular elementary schools counted 272 pupils participat-

ing in special education programs; 22 parents of these children

participated in parent education activities. Information from

the Special Education Division indicates that a parent education

coordinator has been budgeted for the 1980-81 school year to

implement the program.

Findings for NES/LES Students Identified by BINL

Numbers and Languages.--A total of 927 special education

students enrolled in regular schools and special education

schools (Grades K-12) were identified as NES/LES by the BINL

(Table 37). The greatest number of NES/LES pupils were in the

EH handicap category in regular elementary schools with Spanish

as their primary language Spanish-speaking students accounted

for the greatest number of NES/LES students in all handicap

categories (Table 37).

Individualized Education Program (IEP).--Special education

schools reported that of the 193 NES/LES students identified by

the BINL, 142 students were provided with an IEP that included

ESL or was base'i on a bilingual program.

Of the 734 NES/LES students assigned to special day classes

in regular schools, Grades K-12, 366 students had an IEP that

included ESL or was based on a bilingual program (Table 38).

Program Placement in Regular Schools . --Special education

Suiuiiaries indicated that 132 students had been given bilingual

/4
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and ESL programs in special day classes, and another 219 stu-

dents were instructed in bilingual and/or ESL programs in other

classes in the regular school location (Table 39), for a total

of 351. Comparing this total to the number of NES/LES students

(734) identified in regular school locations, the number of stu-

dents not placed in a Lau instructional program becomes 383.

Progress of Elementary Special Education Pupils.--Special

education summaries for NES/LES pupils identified by BINL indi-

cated that 213 elementary pupils in special education and regular

elementary schools met the Lau criteria for placement into En-

glish reading. During the 1979-80 school year, 116 pupils made

the transition to an English-only program (Table 40).

ESL Placement of Secondary Special Education Students.--Spe-

cial education schools and secondary schools with special daI

classes for NES/LES students identified by BINL reported a total

of 74 students in various levels of the district's ESL program

(Table 41). Of the 136 special education students in regular

secondary schools, 55 were placed in the district's ESL program

(Table 41). A total of six students had completed ESL Level IV

skills by the end of the 1979-80 school year.

Bilingual Aides.--According to the special education summa-

ries for NES/LES students identified by BINL, the 927 special

education students received a total of 575 daily hours of bilin-

gual aide support. The handicap category of El'IR assigned to spe-

cial day classes in regular schools, Grades K-12, logged the
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greatest number of hours from bilingual aides.

Staffing.--A total of 15 special education teachers with A

and B fluency were assigned to special education students at all

locations. The number of monolingual teachers with bilingual

aides was reported as 74. A total of 79 special education teach-

ers indicated that personnel providing primary language instruc-

tion were personnel other than those listed on Form 1352 (Table

42). A review of the 79 other instructional personnel revealed

that 25 of the teachers were monolingual teachers assisted by

monolingual aides or no aides. An additional 15 monolingual spe-

cial education teachers indicated that bilingual personnel were

not available to them for primary language instruction. Special

education teachers stated that they were also using parent volun-

teers, peer tutors, and other bilingual persons within the school

to provide some primary language support.

Evaluative Comments or Concerns.--A few special education

teachers wrote about their concerns for NES/LES Lau students

with special education needs. Major interest areas were improv-

ing oral English assessment, suggestions for parent education

classes, the need for bilingual personnel, and the need for more

communication to staff about bilingual provisions for their

NES/LES students.

Some teachers (9) remarked that learning problems, speech

oblems, and other handicaps were possible factors in NES/LESp

identification, aside from the influence of a home language
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nnel for special education classes be given a high priority.

Findings

iden

ing

reg

A total of 102 elementary pupils and 53 secondary students

tified as NES/LES were assigned to the deaf and hard-of-hear-

integrated program in regular schools.

Information regarding these special education programs in

ular schools was not available for this report:

--Remedial physical education program

-Physically handicapped program

--Speech and language program

-Visually handicapped program

-Deaf and hard-of-hearing itinerant teacher program

-Resource specialist program

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The findings for special education students identified by

BINL in special day classes may be incomplete due to the return

rate of Summary forms.

A substantial number of special education students identi-

fied by BINL were not given an IEP that included ESL or was based

on a bilingual program.

.:any special education students identified by BINL, assigned
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to special day classes in regular school locations, were not

placed in appropriate programs.

Not all secondary special education students identified by

BINL were provided with the district's prescribed ESL program.

Language acquisition classes for current special education

teachers are needed to increase the number of bilingual certifi-

cated staff. Bilingual aides need to be recruited for monolin-

gual teachers.

Staff development seems to be needed for personnel assigned

to special day classes in regular schools in order to increase

understanding and implementation of the Division's Lau Plan.



Chapter 5

STAFFING ACTIVITIES

Goals

According to the Lau P3an, the Personnel Division will re-

cruit, hire, and assign certificated and classified bilingual

employees to serve NES/LES students, based on priorities.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

Evaluation of the staffing component made use of data col-

lected through district pers-nnel records on non-English language

proficiency of teachers and education aides (QR007R01), and other

Personnel Division records.

Findings

Number of Bilingual Teachers.--As of May 1980, the district

employed a total of 3,209 bilingual teachers assigned to regular

elementary and secondary school locations (Table 43). Of these

regular elementary and secondary teachers, 291 had emergency

bilingual credentials. Of the total bilingual teachers in the

district, 2,957 (92%) were Spanish-speaking. From June 1979 to

May 1980, the district gained 704 bilingual teachers. This in-

34
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crease includes newly hired teachers and teachers already working

for the district who acquired new language fluency skills. The

district employed 686 additional certificates bilingual teachers

and substitutes in other locations, including adult education

schools, continuation high schools, special education schools,

children's centers, and administrative offices.

The total number of bilingual certificated employees with a

bilingual credential or certificate, and who were assigned to

regular elementary and secondary schools, is 981; and to other

locations (as above), 380.

Schools Needing Bilingual Teachers.--There were 78 regular

elementary and secondary schools enrolling 20 or more NES/LES

students (for a total of 5,279) in a given language group who did

not have at least one certificated bilingual teacher fluent in

their language. This is a decrease (improvement) of 60 schools

from the June 1979 count of 138. Included in the 78 schools were

10 schools in need of teachers fluent in two or three languages.

Schools with 20 or more Vietnamese-speaking pupils increased

to 18 from the June 1979 count of 4. Fluency tests in Vietnamese

were not offered during the 1979-80 school year.

Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program.--The district will be

implementing the Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program (BCTP) for

the 1980-81 school year in 135 eligible racially isolated minor-

ity schools (RIMS). The objectives of this program include re-

cruitment and retention of bilingual teachers, improvement of the
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bilingual teaching and language skills of both bilingual and

monolingual teaching staff; upgrading the quality of bilingual

teaching; and provision of additional language services to NES/

LES students. (See Memorandum No. 41 in Appendix C.)

Reassignment of Bilingual Teachers.--A total of 16 bilingual

teachers not serving needs of NES/LES students applied for a vol-

untary transfer and were assigned where needed between July 1,

1979 and June 30, 1980. The number of bilingual teachers who

returned from leaves with no return rights or who have been dis-

placed was not available for the same time period.

Contracts Offered.--Personnel Division reported that 487

provisional, conditional, and probationary contracts were offered

to bilingual teachers between July 1, 1979, and June 30, 1980.

Of these, 321 were signed. Included in this total were newly-

contracted bilingual teachers as well as teachers previously

contracted who were offered a contract renewal or a contract in

a different classification.

Bilingual Aides. -Baled on personnel records of the Classi-

fied Employment Branch, a total of 3,156bilingual/biliterate

aides were employed to support bilingual instruction (Table 44).

Of these, 2,533 are Spanish-speaking. An additional 4,920

English-speaking aides were also employed by the district.

The Classified Selection Section of the district administers

oral and written language proficiency tests in English and des-

ignated second languages to all eligible aides who apply. The

,
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candidate must receive a passing score on both to be eligible

for a bilingual salary differential.

Findings for Bilingual Staffing Unit Activities

Recruitments.--Local college, out-of-area, and out-of-state

recruitments between July 1979 and June 1980 yielded 181 appli-

cants for bilingual positions. Of these, 82 were offered con-

tracts; 71 accepted and signed. An additional 1,765 bilingual

teachers were contacted through the State Clearing House list.

Of these, 41 applied and 4 were offered contracts.

Language Fluency Exams.--Language fluency tests were admin-

istered to a total of 867 current staff in Armenian, Cantonese,

and Spanish between July 1979 and January 1980. Of these, 695

passed at the A or B fluency level (Table 45).

Minority Future Teacher Program.--The district is sponsoring

the Minority Future Teacher Program in 10 senior high schools,

involving 402 students, in order to encourage and motivate minor-

ity students to pursue careers in teaching.

Certificate of Competence.--A total of 185 Spanish-speaking

teachers took the certificate of competence exam through the

University of Southern California during 1979-80. Of these, 113

teachers (617) passed the exam successfully.

Cultural Proficiency.--The total number of Spanish-speaking

teachers who took the cultural proficiency exam was 829. Of

these, 704 (85%) passed.
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Qualitative Observation and Conclusions

The district continues its efforts to increase the number of

bilingual teachers through recruitment and by expanding the lan-

guage skills of current staff.

Vietnamese language fluency tests need to be offered by the

district to meet the needs of increasing numbers of students from

Vietnam.



Chapter 6

STAFF DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

Goals

F:r Lau purposes, the district will provide a comprehensive

staff development program for administrators, teachers, other

credentialed personnel at school and area offices, paraprofes-

sionals, and school-based classified personnel.

The staff .:evelopment program will provide opportunities for

staff to acquire and develop those competencies necessary to en-

sure equal educaf-ional benefits for each Lau student.

Specific areas of need to benaddressee in staff development

sessions are: orientation to Lai 'Ian; inservice training in

administering the BINL; development of competencies necessary for

implementation of the Lau Plan; and inservice classes to assist

teachers on w;ii \er to acquire the certificate of competence.

Design and Instru' nts for. Evaluation

The evaluation of staff development programs is making use

of data being collected through the Elementary and Secondary Lau

:Amitoring Instruments (described in Chapter 1), district records,

any staff interviews.

39
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Activities

Special Meetings.--The Bilingual--ESL Services Branch spon-

sored a major all-day conference and a workshop in cooperation

with the Lau General Assistance Center in San Diego, each two

days long. In addition it held one for parents in the dis-

trict, one for Bilingual Branch staff, two for secondary prin-

cipals, one for secondary head counselors, one for all personnel

from the Office of Instruction, and one for all administrators

serving categorical aid programs (federal and state, including

school improvement and bilingual prop= ms). Meetings for these

participants lasted one day each.

In addition to these workshops, the Bilingual--ESL Services

Branch held weekly inservice meetings for all central office

staff members with responsibilities for the Lau programs, in-

cluding classified staff, instructional planning, evaluation

and research, special education, and ESEA Title VII.

Agendas for Bilingual--ESL Services Branch meetings were

numerous and varied in order to meet the needs of the Branch

and schools.

Spanish Fluency.--The Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) Bi-

lingual Program served 59 "receiving" schools in the integra-

tion plan. Being a receiving school requires that it be newly

icapacted with non- or limited-English speakers as a result Gf

integration. The ESAA Bilingual Program was in its second

phase of implementation in 1979-30.

The ESAA Bilingual Program served 184 teachers and 59
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office managers or administrators. There was funding for 184

bilingual aides to work in the classrooms that serve non- or

limited-English speakers. Participants attended one session

weekly in Spanish language acquisition and bilingual methodolo-

gy. During the summer, they attended five weeks of high inten-

sity language classes lasting six hours daily. The goal of the

prograir was for at least 80% to pass their certificate-of-com-

petency exam in fluency, culture, and methodology, as adminis-

tered by the University of Southern California.

The ESAA Bilingual Project was also implemented last year

in the 48 "sending" schools that bus NES/LES students to the 59

receiving schools in the integration plan. It was a replica-

tion of the 1979 ESAA program and was funded for 347 teachers

and 48 office managers or administrators in the sending schools.

Additionally, 234 bilingual aides were funded to serve with the

347 teachers of non- or limited-English speakers. Training was

provided in bilingual methodology for the aides.

There were 12 classes of language acquisition and bilingual

methodology in the ESAA Bilingual Program, Phase 1, and 26

classes in Phase 2. A total of 38 leaders were hired to conduct

the classes.

Language Acquisition Project (RIMS).--For 1980-81, the

district proposed to the court in Crawford a Language Acquisi-

tion Project to serve the needs of teachers and students at 137

R:: :S locations. (RIMS Racially Isolated Minority Schools )

`-eichers w :11 be paid to partixibate in the proiect

1./
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The court approved the program and recommended expansion of the

project, provided that enrollment warrants it.

Monitoring.--Staff development elements were included in

the monitoring process, and their ratings were a product of the

second year of visitations to randomly selected elementary and

secondary Lau schools. Using the revised monitoring forms des-

cribed in Chapter 1 (see copies in Appendix C), with 16 program

elements to inspect in elementary schools and 16 in secondary,

monitoring team members visited and rated 40 schools throughout

the district.

BINL.--Area advisors continued to train certificated per-

sonnel on administration of the BINL, as requested.

El Espejo.--A televised series of 24 programs on Hispanic

culture, called El Espejo (The Mirror), was shown on the dis-

trict's KLCS-TV Channel 58 during a 12-week period from Febru-

ary 11 to June 11. The series, coupled with one seminar ses-

sion for persons interested in salary point credit, was devel-

oped to equip school staff members with the skills (or with

improved skills) to work with Hispanic students in an education-

al setting. The television project also assisted teachers on

waiver in preparing for the Certificate of Competence in Spanish.

Nineteen seminar leaders met in 10 different locations with

approxlmate1y 500 participants.

:;(2e(is Asses,ment --The needs assessment for 1979-80 has
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been developed. It was designed so that administrators, certi-

ficated personnel, classified personnel (including aides),

office staff, and volunteers could use the same instrument.

Information was requested about general to specific topics,

such as teaching of English, reading other languages, and the

acluisition of languages.

Findings

ESAA.--ESAA activities concluded their second phase of

implementation.

Participants in the ESAA Bilingual Receiving School Pro-

gram passed the components of the program at the following

levels: 37% of the participants passed the fluency, 91% the

culture, and 76% the methodology. A total of 37% of the partic-

ipants passed all levels.

Participants in the ESAA Bilingual Sending School Program

passed the components at the following levels: 56% passed the

fluency, 9l' the culture, and 93% the methodology. A total of

56% passed all levels.

An average of 47% of ESAA Receiving and Sending School Pro-

gram participants passed their certificate of competency exam

on fluency, culture, and methodology.

:lonitoring.--According to monitoring teams' ratings, 1007

of the staff development elements were found to be implemented

in the elementary sample (Table 1) , and 527, and 457, implemented

Ln janlor and senior high schools, respectieL; (TabLe 2)
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End of-year median ratings of the 16 staff development

elements in the 20 elementary schools sampled showed full im-

plementation (i.e., rating of 2.5 or higher on all compliance

points) (Table 1).

in the 10 junior high schools visited, median ratings of

2.5 or higher (implementing) were given to 4 of the 16 elements,

and ratings between 2.2 and 2.5 evaluated the remaining 8 ele-

ments (working toward implementation) (Table 2).

In the 10 senior highs visited, median ratings between 1.3

and 1.4 (not yet implementing) were assigned to nine elements

on orientation and staff development. Median ratings between

1.5 and 2.0 were assigned to seven points for orientation and

staff development as working toward implementation (Table 2).

Television.--Viewers of the El Espejo program on district

television took the exam in the culture component for the cer-

tificate of competence, and 90% passed.

Needs Assessment.--Needs assessment instruments were de-

signed and applied by staff.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

Staff development continues to be a viable and integral

part of the Lau program, offering numerous alternatives for im-

plementation of the Lau Plan. Monitoring of randomly selected

elementary schools showed full implementation on all program

points, white junior and senior high schools were working on

implementing a few program features rated low.



The ESAA project continues to provide opportunities for

teachers, administrators, and paraprofessionals to become pro-

ficient in Spanish.

Staff development, on the whole, provided needed services

for implementation of the district's Lau Plan.

1



Chapter 7

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

Go 31 s

The Lau Plan goals for this component are to involve the

community in planning, implementing, and evaluating the Lau Plan;

to provide a process whereby all st7bool-home notices to parents

of NES/LES students are in their primary language; and to inform

parents about programs designed to meet educational needs of NES/

LES students, as well as of their right to enroll their child in

such a program.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

The evaluation of community involvement used data collected

through steps and instruments described in Chapter 1.

Activities

71ementary schools continued to establish and sponsor Educa-

tion Committees according to guidelines in the Lau Plan, and to

adher-,. to it on all other points concerning community involvement.

Parents were consulted in the development of Individual. Learning

Programs.

46
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Secondary schools were implementing the Lau Plan, and were

becoming more consistent with the Plan's guidelines for parent

committees.

Communications were sent home in the primary language of

NES/LES students.

Orientation meetings for parents of NES/LES students were

held. Parents were informed of programs designed to meet the

educational needs of their children, and were told of their right

co withdraw their child from the program.

For school year 1979-80, the District Bilingual Bicultural

Advisory Committee reorganized itself, wrote new bylaws (to be

approved by the Board), and elected interim officers. Permanent

officers will be elected for a one year term. Representation on

the committee was requested by 462 schools with 20 or more NES/

LES students. The committee met monthly and at other times as

needed.

The monthly agenda of the committee discussed pertinent

issues that were of concern to the council and matters that re-

lated tc bilingual-bicultural education.

An invitation was extended to parents who had attended

monthly meetings of the District Bilingual Bicultural Advisory

Committee to attend the San Diego Lau Center Parent Conference,

February 5-6, 1980. The conference featured prominent speakers

Ln the _field of bilingual education, as well as workshops con-

ductea by representatives from the State Department of Education

Inc? -he di,tric.:.
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In June the council adjourned. It will reconvene i. Septem-

ber.

Findings

Community members continued to be active in the implementa-

ton of the Lau Plan by participating in the evaluation and moni-

toring of 40 Lau schools.

Monitored elementary schools (20) were examined for adher-

ence to the Lau Plan on 10 separate points related to community

involvement. Most elementary schools have established a Bilin-

gual Education Committee according to Lau directives.

Secondary schools were implementing the Lau Plan and were

becoming more consistent with the Plan's guidelines for parent

committees.

The advisory committee has been organized, its interim

officers have been elected, and the committee is fully opera-

tional.

rualitative Observations and Conclusions

The community _evolvement component plays a vital role in

the implementation of the Lau Plan. The goals of this component

have been implemented according Lo the Lau Plan.



Chapter 8

ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATION (FOR IMPLEMENTING THE LAU PLAN)

AND SUPPORTIVE MONITORIN(' PROCEDURES

Goals

The district goals for this component are to identify the
/

administratit i,re structure responsible for implementing the Lau
i

Plan and prilvide monitoring procedures to support it.

Design and Instruments for Evaluation

Evaluation of the administrative organization procedure was

conducted with the Elementary and Secondary Lau Monitoring In-

struments (detailed in Chapter 1), and by interviews with program

administrators.

Activities

Admini;trations.--Area Directors of Instruction, in coopera-

tion with central office administrators and principals, super-

vised implementation of the Lau Plan. They met monthly with

administrators of the three largest programs in the district to

cDordinate their work in the schools.

Between September and December 1979, the BilingualESL

49
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Services Branch distributed, to the 10 administrative area

offices, bilingual instructional materials costing over half a

million dollars. These materials were given to the Directors

of Instruction to house and use according to need, and are

available to bilingual teachers and advisors who work with NES/

LES youngsters.

During the spring semester, Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA)

funds purchased bilingual instructional materials to implement

the Spanish language acquisition program. The materials have

been cataloged and issued to the participants on a sign out

basis.

Monitoring.--Pursuant to the District's commitment to the

Office for Civil Rights, 20 elementary and 20 secondary schools

were randomly selected for Lau monitoring.

An orientation session on the goals and instruments of the

monitoring process was held for all team participants in Decem-

ber 1979 and January 1980. Groups represented on the Lau moni-

toring teams were administrators, teachers, community, and per-

sonnel from the area offices, Bilingual--ESL Services Branch,

and Research and Evaluation Branch.

Monitoring of the randomly sampled schools began in Decem-

ber and ended in April. Monitoring results were given to the

school_ principal following the visitation.

'041-iLle the content remained the same as in 1978-79, the

1979-30 monitoring instruments were expanded to show 73 elements

to Inspect rnd evaluate for compliance in elementary schools, 83

4
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in junior high, and 62 in senior high. For comparison, the

1978 -79 instruments had 53 program elements for elementary and

40 for junior high schools (none for senior high). The topics

and their ratings are discussed in the appropriate chapters of

this report.

Findings

Pursuant to the district's commitment to the Office for

Civil Rights, 20 elementary and 20 secondary schools were ran-

domly selected for Lau in monitoring. Teams were comprised to

include community, teacher, administrator, area, Bilingual--ESL

Services Branch, and other related central office staff repre-

sentatives.

Each team was assigned a member from each of the above

designated groups. It was difficult to obtain community mem-

bers who would serve as monitors; approximately 507 of the mon-

itored schools were visited by a community representative.

Teachers, administrators, research and evaluation staff, and

bilingual office staff were represented on almost all teams.

The monitoring of the 40 schools began in December 1979 and

ended in Xav 1980. Results of the monitoring were available to

schools immediately following the visitation (Tables 1 and 2).

During spring 1980, the Office for Civil Rights analyzed

data from all district schools and declared 238 elementary and

secondary schools to be out of compliance with the Lau Plan.

Tp assist these schools in showing the contrary or in aligning

t.-neir programs with the Plan, numerous area and individual
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school meetings were conducted by the Bilingual--ESL Services

Branch (Appendix C, Memorandum 7). By June, all but one of the

238 schools were in compliance.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The timeline of the monitoring was implemented as planned,

and the district m,t the goals of this component as outlined in

the Lau Plan.



Chapter 9

COUNSELING AND PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES

Goal

ixcording to the Lau Plan, the district will provide the

same quality and accessibility of counseling and psychological

services for NES/LES students as are provided for FES students,

using the primary language of NES/LES students whenever needed

for effective communication.

To achieve this goal, programs were planned in five areas.

1. Recruiting and training of bilingual counselors,

counselor aic.es, and psychologists.

2. Implementing already-developed models of counseling and

psychological services for bilingual elementary and

secondary students.

3. Providing staff development to teachers, counselors,

an psychologists on the needs o.E Lau stud/rats.

4 Creating an advisory, district-wide steering committee,

and a staff position to develop Plan activities.

5. Providing district personnel with a list of public agen-

cies that could act as additional resources for working

53
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with NES/LES students.

Staff of the Counseling and Psychological Services Branch

have been working with other district personnel to obtain funds

needed to more fully implement the programs planned. This chap-

ter reports the progress made in the five program areas listed.

Design for Evaluation

The information for this chapter was obtained from inter

viewing personnel in counseling and psychological services,

particularly the Coordinator, Lau Implementation Team, and by

examining distric, 'ocuments.

Activities and Findings

Recruiting and Training.--The district has established

positions of elementary counselor (bilingual) and school psy-

choioEist (bilingual). Programs for bilingual counseling as-

sistants and interns are being developed on a school-by-school

basis. The district is developing a program with California

State University, Los Angeles, to train district bilingual per-

sonnel to become counselors, and psychologists. This program

is scheduled to begin in the winter quarter of school year 1980-

81. This past summer a six-week program was available through

the State Department of Education :hat enabled selected district

psychologists to acquire proficiency in a second language (Span-

ish, Vietnamese, or Cantonese), and to receive training in non-

biased assessment. There is growing support within the district

eliminate the three-year teaching experience required to be-
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come a secondary counselor. This requirement has been working

against the hiring of bilingual counselors at the secondary

level.

Implementing Models of Services.--To the e_zent that they

are available, bilingual school psychologists and counselors

are providing services to NES/LES students. A list of bilingual

school psychologists, by language and area, has been compiled

for use in all area offices in September 1980. More personnel

and resources are still needed to fully implement the models.

Providing Staff Development.--The central office has been

providing staff development for area coordinators of counseling

and psychological services, school psychologists, secondary

head counselors, and elementary counselors through special in-

service programs and regular staff meetings. At present, some

staff development has been provided for schools by counseling

and psychological services personnel, and more is scheduled.

The special district inservice team consisting of an advisor,

psychologist, and counselor is still in the planning stage.

When implemented, it will be available to schools and area

offices to train personnel in the special needs of Lau students.

In the meantime, schools have already been receiving some in-

service training _rom their administrators as well as from Edu-

cationally Impacted Schools and Racially Isolated Minority

Schools programs.

C.ontin,_;d1 crmsditatlon is provided 1)v ft-le central offices
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and school psychologists on case studies for Lau students.

District Committee and Staff Position.--The position of

specialist (foreign students), vacated in the fall, has been

filled. This position will supplement the efforts of the Lau

Implementation Team, especially with foreign students' tran-

script evaluation and placement.

Referral List.--\ referral list of public agencies offering

brofessional services for NES/LES students has been compiled and

is available in each area office.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

In spite of a lack of funds and available personnel, the

district has been moving forward in implementing the Lau Plan

for counseling and pyschological services. There has been an

effort both to obtain necessary personnel and to train existing

personnel, however, more bilingual psychologists and counselors

still_ are needed.



Chapter 10

OTHER SUPPORT SERVICES

Goals

For purposes of the Lau Plan, supporting services defined as

"Other" can be divided into two categories. The first, Educa-

tional Options, includes alternative schools, community centered

classrooms, continuation education, and opportunity schools. The

second comprises the three parts of district services referred to

as District Health Services, Student Adjustment Services Branch,

and Pupil Services and Attendance Branch.

The goals of the Lau Plan for these support services are as

follows.

1. Provide the same quality of support services for all

language minority students as are provided for language

majority students.

2 Establish a process through whch effective communication

is ensured in the provision of support services.

3. Prescribe an educational program that will meet the

assessed needs of NESTLES students within District Edu-

cational Options

57



58

4. Provide a program of staff development for all person-

nel involved in Other Support Services that will facil-

itate the opportunity to acquire and develop those com-

petencies necessary to provide equal benefits for each

Lau student in the district.

In Educational Options, the Lau Plan provides for the iden-

tification and assessment of NES/LES students and for meeting

their educational needs, either by an individual learning plan or

in a bilingual classroom, depending on the number of students.

Design for Evaluation

Data for this evaluation were obtained from the administra-

tor of each section and from summary printouts.

Activities for Evaluation

The Educational Options group Is comprised of four types of

schools. A brief description of each is given below.

Alternative Schools.--Alternative schools are learning com-

munities that are less formal ,:han regular schools. Entrance is

voluntary and is open to any student who resides in the district.

The curriculum is designed to meet state and district graduation

requirements.

Corrr.iunity Centered Classrooms (Tri-C).--This option serves

students who have been expelled from regular district schools or

those who are in the expulsion process The overall goal of

Tri-C is to prepare students for succes.;ful reentry intc) another
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educational or employment setting.

Continuation Education.--Continuation Education offers 16-

and 17-year-old students, who cannot otherwise function in reg-

ular high school, an opportunity to continue their education.

Individualized instruction programs allowing students to work

at their own pace provide this oppertunity.

Opportunity Schools.--Opportunity Schools are designed for

youths with emotional or behavioral problems and those with poor

attendance. The goal of the program is to provide temporary

placement for adjustment purposes.

Table 46 gives the number of NES/LES students in each type

of Educational Options school and the program provided for them.

With the exception of continuation schools, participation by

NES/LES students has been minimal. Since most students transfer

to one of these special schools from a regular school, it was

not surprising that there were more identified NES/LES than

there were BINL tests submitted (Table 46).

Establishment of the Bilingual Interpreters Center men-

rioned in the Lau Plan still awaits funding for staffing and

housing. Meanwhile, the District Health Services, Student

Adjustment Services Branch, and Pupil Services and Attendance

Branch have been making efforts on their ova to better meet the

needs of Lau students. Pupil Services and Attendance Branch has

been hirlrg bilingual counselors as they become available

:q2alth Services has been successful in hirinz
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physicians and developing a working relationship with various

community agencies, particularly in the Asian communities.

Student Adjustment Services Branch has most of its contact with

schools, minimizing the need for bilingual people; however,

whenever conferences with non-English speaking parents are nec-

essary, interpreters have been provided.

Qualitative Observations and Conclusions

The needs of Lau students are apparently being met in

Educational Options schools. Outside of continuation schools,

there are a few Lau students in the Educational Options schools.

The other three parts--District Health Services, Student Adjust-

ment Services Branch, and Pupil Services A'7.tendance Branch-

have been making individual efforts to meet the needs of bilin-

gual students. The continuation schools need co work toward

full implementation of the Lau Plan, and the Bilingual Inter-

preters Center should be opened, unless program needs dictate

otherwise.



Chapter 11

EVALUATION

Goals

The district will implement an evaluation process for

obtaining and using valid and reliable information concerning

the implementation and effectiveness of the Lau Plan. Evalua-

tion activities will report relevant findings for use in plan-

ning. developing, maintaining, and improving programs serving

Lau students.

Activities

To meet their goals, bilingual evaluation staff members:

1. Developed step-by-step procedures from the master

design for Lau evaluation

2. Processed Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL)

tests and results

3 Assisted local schools with evaluation procedures for

Lau programs

4. Developed .!onitoring instruments and year-end School

Summaries
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5. Analyzed data from the above instruments

6. Participated on teams monitoring Lau programs

7. Conducted special studies of program effectiveness by

means of telephone surveys, classroom observation, aiid

staff interviews

8. Prepared midyear and year-end evaluation reports

The Bilingual Evaluation Unit of the Research and Evalua-

tion Branch will continue to plan, develop, maintain, and im-

prove evaluation activities during 1980-81, which include:

1. Refining or developing and analyzing evaluative forms

'i,iriting the midyear and year-end evaluation reports

3. Processing BINL tests and results

4. Participating on school monitoring teams

5. Helping district personnel understand Lau evaluation

requirements

--,
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Table 1

Monitors' Ratings of Elementary Lau Implementation

Points of Implementation for Lau
\umber of
Raters'

Median.
Rat Ingo

I. IDENTIFICXTION

The school has conducted the Home
Language Survey (HLS) according to
rrescribed methods and procedures:

\. Parents here given the HLS in
their ohn language.

B. Bilingual personnel are avail-
able to assist in conducting
HI:3 for neh pupils.

HLS is filed in each
PUDIA'' cumulative record.

r r AS3ESSYENT

Pupils here assessed pith the BINL to
measure their proficiency in English
-ind their primary language according
to the prescribed procedures:

A. :k11 pupils indicating a home
language other than English on
any of the first three questions
on the HLS were assessed pith
the BI\L (English).

B. %eh pupil-, were assessed kith
BIM_ (English) hithin tho

.0.eeks of enrollment.

102 3.0

102 2.9

100 2.9

103 3.0

101 2.9
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Table 1, continued

Poi-its of I7ple entation for Lau
Number of
Ratersa

Median
Rating b

C Staff development has provided
for all personnel designated
to administer the BP,L. 103 3.0

P. PI\L (Fnglish) lahels nave becn
put on pupil's cumulative
record. r02 2.9

Identified \ES/LES pupils in
bilingual programs are assess-
ed pith the BI-L in their
primary language by the person
responsible for their language
instruction. 76 2.7

II:. P4PLEMENTATION

\. School has determined classifi-
cation and priority of assign-
ment of bilingual teachers and
education aides, by

1 lying on file classification
of all teachers and aides
involved in 'ollingual educa-
tion programs.

Iollohinc, the criteria for
,eluct on of organi:ational
model for

\:-,s1,2,nim; A bilingual/hi-
literate aide to each Cla-,; fi

And III ;eacher assigned to a
ilingual pro.4ram.

arir,g J11 toachr-
'-' lingual r,rn-

:,rm thi
la 1 , or

37 3.0

92

13
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Table 1, continued

Poi-1: of Ipleentation for Lau
Number of
Raters.'

Median,
Rating'

I<L_Tonsibilities of personnel
involed in implementing the
bilingual/bicultural programs
are consistent with guidelines
established in the Lau Plan.

BINL results, school has
determined number of NES/LES
pupils by grade level and
language.

Tiilingual/bicultural classes
are not racially/ethnically
:'plated as shown by class
rosters and classroom Visita-
tion

-'icbool is follov.ing the Lau
criteria for reading and i%riting
in English, as shoi,n the fact
that:

1. 'reaching staff in bilingual
Programs can descrie the
Lau criteria for readin in

English.

Teaching staff can describe
the Lau criteria for reading
in English for pupils in
BILPs.

Fhe Lau criteria for read-
ing in English are being
consistently folloi.ed
according to the appropriati_
curriculum mcdel.

96 2.6

103 2.9

86 3.0

77 2.5

81 2.1

Rs 2.3

;, , 1," 1 each Dili p .'1i 1

ith in ippropriite :fit-

ides 1 ( 1 y e 1'1 t 9

I L :1 1', 11, 1 1 1 C n t 71 t S f

, tad tcae hi 1 n t ter 1,11 s ,1
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Table 1. continued

of Ipi-lentation for Lau

Roman \lphahet Languages

Oral ESL
Reading and hriting in
Lnglish hhen appropriate

3 Mathematics in prinary
language
Oral primary language
development

J. ',coding in primary language
f. Multicultural in primary

language
Other content areas in
primary language

other than Roman Alphabet Lan-
guages

1 Oral Esi
Oral rii,ary language
develcpmcnt

3 ;eading and writing in
English when appropriate
Reading and writing in tc
primary language where d:Tro-
priate
mathematics in primary lan-
uage

Multicultural in primary
language
tither content areas in
pi imary language

Individual Learning
Pru',ram

Oral ESL
Englisn reading Iii
,hen appropriate
'a'hematics with primar'
inguar4e iipport
ricultural hith primar.

:inguage support

wiring '-,upplemental
cs f F

Number of
Ratersd

Median
b

Rating;

80

76 2.8

72 2.7

78 2.5
74 2.8

68 2.6

67 2.3

25 2.9

17 2.

22 2.7

14 9 9

20 2.3

21 2.1

20 2.0

91 2.8

91 2.6

89
4

87 9.2
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Table 1, continued

12'.)).t:; of Ini---,entation for Lau

Oral EnHish
_. Reading and t,rttin in

Ingli-h
-,. Content area-

t:,MS

-taff members are using appropriate
Ingaage-delivery systems

Unilingual approach
. approach to ESL

Other language-delivery systems
(concurrent metii-)d, provieiv/pro-
sentation/revielti method, or dual
method)

VI. PLACEMENT AND TRANSITION CRITERIA

Pupils 'Ano 'Nero classified as
ITES on their first bP.1, and not
making reasonable progress as
determined he course ohtectie
and Survey of Essential sLills
here placed in a supplemental
education program.

er pupils :..ho here cl assi'led
as NES or LES on their first
t),INL, the school is implement-
ing procedures for pupils
eligiLle for transition to an
English -only instructional
program as sheoqn

1. Pecommendation 'eacer
Identificacion on
El\1
Score at (-A. tne
percentile a standaid-
J:ed test of radtn,_; and
mith

1 Recommeniation IoLal id-

mtnistratc:r after consulta-
tion «i *h ind ptrent

Number of
Raters

Median
Ratingb

96

96

94

2.8

2.8
2.8

89 2.9
85 2.8

70 2.8

92 2.5

94 2.7

92 2.8

90 2.7

39 2.7
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Table 1, continued

of Tm31_,-en'Jation for Lau
Number pf
Rateisd

Medion
Ratin,:,

SIAH PLAELOPEM

orientation to the )i-trict'
Plan 1,,,as provided for the CollolAinc
personnel:

\. Cert ited 96 8

1. office staff 32 3

2. In,,tructional 91 2.7

Staff development las provided or
planned for all certificated and all
clasified personnel invohed in the
bilingual program:

\. Staff development haled
on a local need assessment

clle local school -taff de-
velopment program la,; de,12.nod
to assist certifL:ated person-
nel to

96 7 7

I. Improve in:-,-tructional
97 2.8

Improve numan development
skills 92 2.7

11,-;e Curricular and in-
structional material,,
appropriate to the need-
f Lau pupll-,

Improve learn:-g condition-
hy 1.,orking on relationsip-,
among:

a. Pun
-chool p,-a-o nnel
Parent , ln. c,-,mr,u;n t

(,m e

nt - I

v

5

37

[S3

1 7

)
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Table 1, continued

Po_ ":_ Of 1t.7-entation for Lau
Number of
Ratersa

Median
Rating E

a-sist classified per--ennei to:

1. Implove itistructional

Improve human uevelopment
sUills
Use curricular and instruc-
tional materials Appropri-
ate to the necos of Lau
pupils
lmprove learnin,_; conottions

on reliiitionships
Among:

d.

1). Scitool personnel
Parents and common it.
members

9'4

87

86

76

76

77

7

2.6

2.8

2_5
2.7

2.5

"1- 171

it t_:,o _--cheol has 20 or more \P-l/LES
pupil-, it has estahlt:',_, A

ILLICAtIon Committee Aceordint to
guidelines:

'erce^tage of Parents of
.F.-1LES pupils is at least the
inc- a the percentage of

1.-E":; pupils in the 4Jool hat
not less than 3

:Arent', reprci-cntin: all Ian-
groups in the st:Hiool here

invited to participate in the
-lucation Committee.

'.1,2(_tin.;-- Are eoilductcd in the
1,11",11, Idq(.41AAL,C(,; I LAe

1,tertier,- is hell A<
n:11,;)

tno
'1,1- 1 Educatt Coirimittce Are

istent .filth ritten

84

88

86

2 . 8

?.8

2 6
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Table 1, continued

1/7)1'111- of i-ple-ent_tion for Lau
Number of
Raters"

Median
bRating

School cor.munic.i:Ions adhere -o the
I1ci ins guld_Line-:

\. file school i,ith 15', or mort_
\ES LES pupils translates
oral and 1,ritten communloa-
tion into their primar-
language(s).

L. The school th fel,,er than
13, M:S/LES pupils uses
effective communication.

he school has informed parents or
;card moans of ::ES /LAS ouplls al out
the l-ilingual nrograms designated
for th'ir children, according to the

guidelines:

A. Parents have receiked a notice

72

75

3.0

2.9

describing the program. 93 2.9

Parents :,ere invited to a meLt-
Ing to the b(__.t in-
'aetional program for their

children. 89 L.3

;'.;root; -r guardians not
ittcnding the meetin::, here
invited to a parer,' cenferencc. 88 2.3

P rents have been consulted 17
the ,ie,.elopmcht of indi,,Idual
Learning nlan_ . 89 5



Table 2

Monitors' Ratings of Secondary Lau Implementation
-r

72

Turl'nr "-2,h Senioi H1,01

' iu No. trin n4 'el in

r.1±-,n, °atnz

Di-NTH-ft-MON

The -zchnol ha; conducted the
io`T1,2 Lin4udge Survey iHIS)
af,.:,rding to nrescrihed
7e.koLi-; ind procedure

''ir,2nts 'Acre giken the
ILS in their oi'.n lanuagc.

nert,onnel are
availalo to assist in
:onducting HLS for ne:,
-tudents.

HL' 1'; filed in each
;tidont's cumulative
roe r1.

--islont-z ',ere ,.iven the
to 1;4c-z; tneir nroficienc-
in Inlish accordin2, to

nrocedurcs:

\II -ztuJents
oo lan(4uae other thin
a2,11-zh on he HLS :,ere

th '1%1.

student-. ivere given
the r,i\j. wIthin t-Ao

enrollment.

52 2.9 48 2.9

52 2.9 4.8 3.0

51 2.9 46 2.7

9 48

48 3 0 !Is

9.8

2.9



...

Table 2, continued

:. r Lau

I

73

1_ Juri.or lliolt SePior 11Hh
, _____,

',,o. Jr Medi-in (-). oi: ,ledian

111 -s.tulent- identlfiod
on

'-',-)rin'L 1,)-s) ',ere _;iven

the B1\1..

taft- development 'va,
flrovided for Ill cwrsonne
ic P,;nated to administer
the FINL.

71`1. labels have been
--)laced on ,.tudent'..=

cumulative record.

-;nini-:h -;peal.In'4 student here
iven the Te-t of Proreauisite

Skills (TnPs) acc3rding to
-re. ,:rhed -roc,2dure (junior
hlh

\F-):i.;- -,tudent'- nelv
-2nr--,11-.'d Iron mother

tr-.

-:/1.1 ' -tudent- nelv
nroll-J from another I

i %'i-: ) .ch,),-1 or am. other
la thl-. country

in I ',.,-1,_',:.y re:ords ir.dic tt :
1) 'larticin it Ion in a

readinr:,

,r-4rim.

1

-C' 1 ii, :-gtIgu,2.!
:, i I in.':::

i1 -.1-'-r1-

/ -,4..

52

P,:ter_,' P..itingh Liters'i inatiui.lh

52

2.6

3.0

2.8

- _

39 2.8

46

45 2.8

3.0

G rJ I

49

% 9

--) a-.,

i



Table 2, continued
74

TuTii,Jr I h I Scni,)r I It

of Nc. of
tt Rater,--,s1 Rating°

yin 1,2r--ten t o.1,1

flr),41-im 1,)r- tulont 1,ho

ahs c educatIon
rft,ed, (Iunior hich /-11v). 51 7.7

171,110montol in

thy ',2,11],delines Jocrcj

Ci;1110110

Ins-tructi,Dn. 51 2.9 43 2

1-studcrt,
In ti:

.ThlloArn4
r Ji

EL
'1=-2

a -7 7.6

thr,;t1,2,11 r,

ith IcnIrtnt

c11-<-- irc

51 q 46

52 t4 7

1r:

-t ritod int
Hr it !omtnt

1 mu. o ,21 if _sssi

60 )) 3 7 3. (,)



Table 2, continued

1

;fl i 1 ):- Hi.,h _
_ `It : ' . ! f ) r L. i , No. of v.:2,11zri No. i \h. d1,in

! P.Jters' RAtinc;') P.iters"' Rat 111h

i

73

mtm,er of student-:
1

Lh te "L c13s,es or
clAsses is

tne SAMO

the miler of student, .n

the -alio
It tit school. 50 3.0

1

(ThRTUf-:

hi- ;r-)v idd oich
LAU student Aith an :1-ronrlate
..:urri=ulu71 model (th:it includes

majer elements, such is
-kills continuums, tests of
r r - 5, And t2 ichin ri t r1,1
iter ls :

ill '-:11:)...1:11 /,31c11ltur f I i

r o uni'ir '11

i

.- :, 1 -17, : n , Lev?: I !

tia.:,nt in A t....o-

flor:od
,,-municatinn 4:,111-;

ne
Fin nae to inc1 u,10

idin ind writ inn
MAt..1 in the primar%

,)rientation-_,,uliance
pr:r'1-11-

I 1'1:21 1
i 1 1

Ii, A':
t rts Ir" j 1

in in .

ri 1

31

7.
J

33

31

2 7

41 2.7
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Table 2, continued

i 01 Ii t h
a (11 .in No. of ''.!eJ inn,

P nrs3 t i n2,1) 1,11 s'' Psat 'we

n c t i o n s 'ts ill --,
In the prI irne
'.at'n in the rr1-1 tr

+ Int roduct ion to
'can her' trt.zeto mi r: 1 in _Ha

Physical e,incat 1 n
i n t C,11T1

I. t evel I 11

t 1,1,Tht ir
r h 1 o

icn t )n : I

in the nrinar
1 in_zua.ze
".:ith in the Dri-1

'-fe tit h , ac I 11
t 111'2-z, or

the nr 'mar
1.1-1 iC 1 flOeJ 1

"11 1 .7.11 0.111C,It ion
11fl'tiCIC1N'-

t r ; it
7 1

on I"

1 in

I -

.'"1 the

- -3

1.7

18

18

-1.

n

0

23 1.9

23

I

1 9

1 '1

2.0



Table 2, continued
77

I
1

.._ Junic)r Iii 4h
i Senior iiill

-, \o. or %Iedla ' \:o. el ',4edtan

Rntersa RatLn.;`) Rater''' h'itillb

1 \ s \-- s'econd

Lin,lage Pro2ravi

nn n Level I

; ESL taught in i tAo-
neriod hlock
Introduction to
English reading
,lath taught utilizing
the primary language
0rientation
4flidance utilizing
the orimary lan2ua4o

3. Physical education
mainstream class

Intermediate Level II

FL tau2ht in a to-
period ;)10ek
Intermedi)ce readinz
.21 is with intr,)-
Juct ion to 11\11 ind

;;112P skills
Introduction to
'imerican her itaz,e in
thc primary
'!Ith or health is

nezosary Ion
.raduation)
Phv,;icAl iAucati,-n
nmmntrc in c!,1';

1.dvanced Levels lif and

1 nor
) \ r

r in, 11; - 1

-A=z-1

52 2.9

52 2.8

49 2.7

40

38

36

50 2.5 38

52 3.0 39

2.4

2.6

2.1

2.5

3.0

50 2.8 40 2.6

46 2.3 35

44 1 3 34

2.6

1.8

4Q 2.7 31 2.7

49 3.0 33 3.0

46 2.5

"17

15

33

)

2 3



Table 2, continued

T

78

Junior !Ilea r,enlor fliiih
1,_--n fJ-: 1.1- No. oF Md i an . l 'dianlee: `No o

kit e r ;:i Rat urni,}) 1 Ra tUr5 1 :1:tt ingb

r, ) rnilctiunl Leornin
Pr ,ram

1 ESL 20 2.7
,

\lith '%ith primar%
Inr11,ilai.ze support 13 2.6 20 2.7

_-, --;(:),21A1 studies,
health, -)r science 12 1.7 20 2.3

'-)11')He"lental Educotion
Proram

I. ')ril. Ilnlish 35 -) 7 33 2.1
Thadin_L ond ..,ritlil_:

in Enlish 38 2.9 33 2 4
'I1 thematic4 37 2q 33 2.4

-1R\\SIT:ON C.RITI-PIA

\. The school is Imple-
',Ientin procedures For
-;tudent.; ello,ihle for
transitinn From the
hilinual'hicultural
pro._:ram to on ESL Pro(4rom
iccorlin...; to prescri'oed
P-ciJurs:

1 Recommendation hv
:-mmunication skill-
an! moth teacher, 31 2.3 10 2.0
Possin score on FPS
in readin,i and math 30 2 6 10 1.9
Peco:-9mondotion he
local idministrator
ii-ter con,ultation

staff and olr,,ht 29 2.3 a a
.L. . L.
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Table 2, continued 79

:,t 0 :-.r 1. 01

.Jui oi filch Se nior Hvh
No. of
Rateisj Ratinub

No. of
Raters'1'

'4edman
itatim;h

He school is imple-
r.entrn;_! procedures for
students to advance from
one ESL level to another
according to prescribed
procedures:

1. Passing ,..iore on the
district-developed
final examination
Hr each level; 33 2.7 39 2.4

0'1

iverage Passing score
district-developed
proficiency tests for
each level 50 2.6 38 2.2

DEMPlENT

Threntation to t)e
Di=trrct's 0Idt1

provried for the
111 l. in per=onnel.

:-J.rt 1 f lc ted

i. flff,ce -staff
11 =trucion.ii

staff de x. e

cr,le _1 r mood
tHr iii cert icAted Ind

111 classl:led -cr-sc,nnci
. lvyd in the F r

; I n ma I ;-;

1. -t =
1 11 .1

2 7 43 1.9

42 1.3

48 , 4 5 1.4

52 46 1.6



Table 2, continued 80

1

43 l I 1 1 4: i ,sil Son ior 11i_
-,') i. .., r I :t : \`, o 0 I ' 1...cl1 tTi i No. of 1(_.,11 an

Ra t et -, '1 it in I RitersA Rat i n'-)
7., i

Fhe local school
stiff development
,;ro(4ram 'AA.; J°til110d

to assist certifi-
iaLecl personnel to :

Improve ins t ruc
t lona 1 skills
Improve human
development
k ills

Ise curricular a
and instruct lona'
materials annro-
:Iriate to the
needs of Liu

e 1 s

Improve learn in,s,
conditions he
corking on
relationships

o :

50 2.3

48 2.5

43 2.0

44 1.5

48 2.5 43 1.7

( 1 Pup 1 1 s 43 2.6 44 1.5
/ N School

Personnel 48 2 5 44 1.5

3 ` Parents and
communitY .

:Itemher 47 2.5 ,44 1.5s

he 11c t 1 cchool
le,-e 1 .9nment

mm is des ,ined

t assit
per-onnel to:

t Improe e ins t rue:

ionai k11 1

1-in rove hilman
del-C. I opment

e cii r r cit ir
Ink1 nt ric 1- ion 11

T Ito rmal inpro
ri re to t,ie

ls o I 1,,nt

44

45

1,5

2. L,

21

9 9

43

41

1.4

1.4

41 1.5



Table 2, continued
81

Point,
[ Junior HiPh

lem:ntatHn for Lau 1 No. oi Median
RatersJ Rat ingb

Senior illyh
No. of Median

Ratingb

d. Improve leirning
conditions hv
1,orking on
relationships
among:

(1) Pupils
(2) School

personnel
(3) Parents and

communitV
members

47 2.3

43 2.1

44 2.1

VIII. CONPIUNIT\ INVOLVEMENT

X. If the school has 20 or
more NES/LES students, it
has established a
Bilingual Education
Committee accordin« to
follol%ing guidelines:

1. The percentage of
NES/LES students is
at least the same as
the percentage of
NES/LES students in
the school but not
less than 30.

Parents representing
all language groups
in the school were
invited to partici-
pate in the Bilingual
Educition Committee.

leetings ire
conducted in the
primary
of the committee
members as as in

40

42

46

40 1.7

40 1.4

40 1.7

2.5 41

2.7 42

9 . 5 41

1.6

2.2



Table 2, continued 82

1p12-lentation for Lau
L Junior High i Senior Hiyh

of Median I No. of Median
Ratersa Ratingh Ratersa Ratin;b

4. Responsibilities
the Bilingual
Education Committee
are consistent with
written guidelines
in the Lau Plan.

R. School communications
adhere to the following
guidelines:

1. Written and oral
communications are
provided in the
nrimary languages
of any language group
represented by 15% or
more of the total
school population.

The school uses
appropriate methods
to facilitate effec-
tive communication
with all other
students whose
primary language is
other than English.

C. I'he school has informed
parents or guardians of
NTS/LES students about
the L)ilingual program
designed for their
children according to the
following guidelines:

I. Parents has been
notified that student

to he placel in A
hi1ingua1 /bicultura1
nro2rnm high
nly!.

42 2.1 41 1.4

30 2.8 31 2.7

49 2.6 40 2.6

37 9

1



Table 2, continued

Point!, ilpl.,:-1.2n:ation for Lau
Junior High

No. of Median
Ratorsa Ratingh

83

Senis)r H1,211
}co . f Mt2Jian
Raters'' Ratingh

Parents have been
consulted in the
developrinnt of
indikidual learning
plans. 28 1.8

fr.dents Dr mtn!iin
7 L.11.4: nt a few n1i,1 not

°int rot at-,,lIcable.
1-71,-ntinr, 2 = in t-, 4. in 1,-mtrit it

13 _ 'ent .5 or ni to 3.r),
317- 1 .

-n- oir dLC

18 1.5

, ,
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Table 3

BINLs Submitted for Scoring, by
Administrative Area, K-12

Area

Test Category

TotalNew
Re-
test

Tran-
sition Primary

1 5,784 175 1,389 2,673 10,021

2 16,315 166 2,466 6,551 25,498

3 6,123 51 716 1,823 8,713

4 3,678 89 802 1,258 5,827

5 18,827 168 3,152 6 999 29,146

6 14,134 163 3,147 7,093 24,537

7 10,833 92 2,322 2,310 15,557

8 8,843 52 2,407 3,069 14,171

9 3,770 20 970 1,193 5,557

10 3,626 60 503 272 4,461

Special
Educ.
Schools 72 1 1 74

Total 91,825 1,036 17,875 33,242 143,958

Note. Based on BINL Processing Center records, 1979-80.



Table 4

Distribution and Return Rate for Summary Forms

Schools

Elementary

Junior high

Senior high

Continuation

Opportunity

Elementary magnet, mid-
site, and alternative

Junior high magnet

Junior high midsite

Special education

Elementary with special
day classes

Elemencary with special
day classes

Secondary with special
day classes

Secondary with special
day classes

Form #

1348, 1349

1344, 1345, 1347

1344, 1345, 1346

1344, 1345, 1346

1344, 1345, 1346

1348, 1349

1344, 1345, 1347

1344, 1345, 1347

1351, 1352

1351

1352

1351

1352

n Sent

427

75

49

42

7

45

19

8

23

86

21/

22

113

n Returned

421

73

45

31

6

39

8

5

21

57

146

20

75

% Returned

99%

97

92

74

86

87

42

63

91

66

67

91

66

Note. Based on project records, summer 1980. Accompanying each set of Corms was an
appropriate checklist to be signed by the principal and returned with the completed
summary forms.



Lancuage

Afghan

Afrikaans

Albanian

American Indian

Languages:

Apache

Choctav,

Cree

hopi

Navajo

Other iunerican

Indian

Amktric

Arabic

Anwidan

Table 5

Primary Languages of Eltinentary Pupils in 1;111):;

1

5

5

2 1

1 4

1

7 8 9 10

3

3

1

1 1

1 2

1

1 0L

6 4 6 33 44 lq 51 10 5

1 1 q 62 386 33 10 12

1

3

8

1

5

3

178

514



Table 5, continued

Area

lanpaEe

Assyrian 1 18 8 8 2

Bulgarian 5 1 1 3

Bunaesp 5 1 3

Ceylonese 1

Chinese Languages:

Cantonese 26 11 27 27 105 202 298 64 11 17

Mandarin 18 1 4 30 2 36 10 3 25

Toishapese 5 1 8

Other Chinese 5 5 2 5 24 1 414 14 4 9

Creole 1

Croatian 14 1 1

Czech 2

Danish 2 1

Dutch 1 2 1 1

Estonian 1

tarsi (Persian) 1 5 98 48 26 36 55 57



Fijian

Finnish

French

German

Greek

Gum an ian

Gujarati

Hebrew

Hindi

Hungarian

Iho

Icelandic

Indonesian

Italian

Japanese

Javanese

Table 5, continued

Area
9 10

1

1 1 2

6 2 12 12 3 12 2 2

1 1 3 6 6 1 4 2 3

7 1 2 6 1 5 2

1

3 5 2 1 3 3 3

26 35 7 36 12 24

4 2 3 4 5 3 4 4 4 8

1 2 4 2 6 2 1

1

1 2

9 3 8 3

14 2 3 5 6 13 5 2

85 11 78 38 7 39 33 6 26

2 1 1 1 1



Table 5, continued

Language

Area

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total

Miler (Cambodia) 4 11 20 19 2 56

Korean 164 13 5 59 307 8 171 154 55 87 1,023

Eurdisli 1 1

Lao 23 27 1? 6 2 75

1,atvi an 2 1 3

Li thuail tan 2 2_

Malay 3 7 4 1 15

Melanesian 1 1

Nepali 1 l

Norwegian I 1 2

Panjabi 1 2 2 14 1 10

Phi 11 ip ine

Languages:

Ilocano 9 6 1 4 7 2 1 30

Filipino 100 3 4 11 147 10 137 67 9 9 501

(Taga log)

other Ph i lli pine 3 1 1 3 4 5 2 19



Table 5, continued

1.atiu.ve

Area

Total1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Polish 1 1 3 2 1 2 10

Portuepese 2 6 1 1 6 3 19

i an 12 5 4 5 1 27

Romany ,_2 2 4

Russian 2 2 163 12 9 1 3 192

,urloan 69 7 1 7 2 86

Scrbian 2 1 3

Serbo-Croat tan 7

Si nhalese 1 2 1 4

3 2 9 1 6

:Tani sh 971) 1,995 605 539 1,153 1,579 2,158 1,340 578 607 11,5n

i 1 1 3 5

:veuish 1 1 1 3

ialwanese 1 1 4 2 1 7 h 22

'11kii 1 1 -} 33 19 29 9 8 06

'10111,dn 2 1 1 4



Table 5, c )tinued

4

Turkish

Ukranian

Urdu 4 2

Vietnamese 39 11 4 16

Other Not Listed 10 5 2

Totals 1,598 2,119 688 982

5 6 7 8 9 10 Total

2 1 1 2 1 5 12

1 1

1 4 3 1 2 17

279 81 181 76 27 37 751

9 10 8 5 2 51

2,631 1,916 3,679 2,071 835 935 17,504

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for L Bilingual Individual Learning Programs
(Form 1349), June 1980.



Table 6

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in BILPs,
by Administrative Area

NES/LES in BILPs: NES/LES who met criteria for:

Area
Total

N

By parent
request, n

Due to lack of
10 for class, n

Beginning
reading, n

Transition to
English English-only

program, N

1 1,598 412 1,116 858 287

2 2,119 1,480 407 966 206

3 688 94 475 309 129

4 982 112 864 467 158

5 2,631 801 1,605 1,079 377

6 1,916 1,546 335 740 200

7 3,679 1,004 2,131 1,534 540

8 2,071 526 1,492 1,249 347

9 835 128 679 450 98

10 985 132 805 525 199

Total 17,504 6,235 9,909 8,177 2,541

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual Individual Learning Programs
(Form 1349), June 1980.

I i



Table 7

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in BILPs, by
Administrative Area and Major Languages

Languagea
and Area

Armenian

Total
N

NES/LES in BILPs due to:

Parent Lack of 10
request, n for class, n

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Beginning Transition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.

Aides &
TAs

Adults Student

volunteers tutors

1 1 1 1

3 1 1 1 1

4 9 9 5 3

5 62 2 60 20 5 21 14 64

7 386 99 120 129 6 289 24 172

8 33 32 21 3 50 18 21

9 10 10 6 2 2 6

10 12 1 12 10 3 1 4 4

Total 514 102 245 193 23 363 60 267

Cantonese

1 26 26 10 4 1 2 61

2 11 4 1 4 15

i

_t



Table 7, continued

Languagea

and Area
Total

N

Cantonese, cont.

NES/LES in

Parent

request, n

BIlPs due to:

Lack of 10
for class, n

NES/LES who
Beginning
English/
reading, n

met criteria for:

Transition to
English-only
program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.

Aides & Adults
TAs volunteers

Student
tutors

3 27 26 20 4 6 13

4 27 25 15 7 22 8 8

5 105 18 88 56 15 112 9 41

6 298 18 272 87 57 312 16 79

7 202 46 141 47 14 175 8 39

8 64 2 59 43 5 1 5 12

9 11 11 8 2 1 6

10 17 1 ]6 11 3 4 1 5

Total 788 85 668 299 110 639 63 266

Farsi

1 1 1 1

3 5 5 3 1 10



Table 7, continued

Language
a

and Area
Total
N

NES/LES in

Parent

request, n

BILPs due to:

Lack of 10
for class, n

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Beginning Transition to
English/ English -only
reading, n program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.

Aides & Adults
TAs volunteers

Student

tutors

Farsi, cont.

'4 98 97 56 11 168 53 37

5 48 47 28 9 11 7 28

7 26 25 8 4 49 33 2

8 36 6 31 18 8 3 54

9 55 55 16 5 55 22 3

10 57 7 52 23 11 42 43 37

Total 326 13 313 153 49 328 168 161

Japanese

1 85 25 60 34 18 138 55 130

3 11 11 7 5

4 78 1 76 42 11 108 99 40



Table 7, continued

Lir-xuacea

and Area

NES/LES in Bills due to:

Total Parent Lack of 10
N request, n for class, n

NES/IES
FeiirnIng
English/
reading, n

vet criteria for:
Transition to
English-only
program, DI

Total weekly hours of
primary lanzun7e support:

Aides & Adults Stueent
TAs volunteers tutors

Japanese, cont.

5 38 2 36 18 4 29 8 20

6 7 1 6 4 1 33

7 39 1 37 21 11 54 9 21

8 33 33 20 13 4 5 23

9 6 6 4 3 3 1

10 26 25 13 4 15 4 6

Total 323 30 290 163 70 384 180 241

Korean

1 164 1 155 81 27 54 15 225

2 13 1 11 6 1 2 9

3 5 5 1 4 5 2



Table 7, continued

Languagea
and Area

Total
N

NES/LES in

Parent
request, n

BILPs due to:

Lack of 10
for class, n

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Beginning Thansition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Aides & Adults Student
TAs volunteers tutors

Korean, cont.

4 59 2 61 27 12 41 10 39

5 307 56 212 192 61 335 50 71

6 8 2 6 4 1

7 171 2 157 97 26 176 11 78

8 154 4 152 107 25 57 5 108

9 55 3 53 33 14 22 7 73

10 87 4 87 43 21 33 9 61

Total 1.023 75 899 591 192 725 109 664

Pilipino

1 109 104 59 42 179 16 58

2 3 3 3 4
1/40



Table 7, continued

Total weekly hours of
NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for: primary language support:

a Beginning Transition to Biling.
Language Total Parent Lack of 10 English/ English -only Aides & Adults Studentmnd Area N request, n for class, n reading, n program, N TAs voltriteers tutors

Pilipino, cont.

3 4 4 3 2 1

4 11 11 6 5 5 5 9

5 147 5 141 61 34 50 47 88

6 10 1 9 9 25

7 132 8 123 71 27 75 8 68

8 67 1 67 43 15 20 24 27

9 9 1 7 4 4 2 5

10 9 9 6 1 10

Total 501 16 478 265 130 333 103 290

Russian

2 2 2 2 2

4 2 2



Table 7, continued

Languagea
and Area

Russian,

Total
N

cont.

NES/LES in BILPs due to:

Parent Lack of 10
request, n for class, n

NES/LES who met criteria for:
Beginning *1Yansition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.
Aides & Adults Student
TAs volunteers tutors

5 163 44 111 52 5 154 28 70

7 12 12 3 5 1 9

8 9 9 3 4 2 3

9 1 1 1 2

10 3 3 2

Total 192 44 140 65 9 163 29 88

Spanish.

1 970 382 538 546 147 2,217 161 893

2 1,995 1,468 310 904 200 5,366 247 608

3 605 94 393 263 92 1,281 216 275

4 519 109 424 227 62 1,243 164 478



Table 7, continued

Language
a

and Area
Total

N

Spanish, cont.

NES/LES in BILPs due to:

Parent Lack of 10
request, n for class, n

NES/LES who vet criteria for:
Beginning Transition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Biling.
Aides & Adults
TAs volunteers

Student
tutors

5 1,153 638 337 433 184 2,010 200 525

6 1,579 1,477 83 663 166 5,635 376 346

7 2,158 862 947 944 363 3,520 155 587

8 1,340 507 779 796 236 2,972 203 570

9 578 123 428 318 47 1,172 266 432

10 607 117 440 328 125 1,481 147 410

Total 11,524 5,777 4,679 5,422 1,622 26,897 2,135 5,124

Vietnamese

1 39 39 14 6 17 6 22

2 11 10 4 30 13

3 4 3 2 2 5 1

O
O



Table 7, continued

Languagca
and Area

Total

N

NES/LES in BILPs due to: NES/LES who met criteria for:

Total weekly hours of
primary language support:

Parent Lack of 10
request, n for class, n

Beginning IYansition to
English/ English-only
reading, n program, N

Erring.
Aides & Adults Student
TAs volunteers tutors

Vietnamese, cont.

4 16 15 9 6 5 1 12

5 279 10 90 17 158 10 66

6 81 17 63 11 14 61 3 3

7 181 6 169 75 18 116 13 131

8 76 76 51 4 98 22 77

9 27 1 26 9 4 23 1 32

10 37 1 35 19 4 21 7 8

Total 751 35 701 284 75 534 64 364

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual Individual Learning Programs (Form 1349),
June 1980.
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Table 8

Elementary NES/LES Pupils with BILPs
in Integration and Other Programs,

by Administrative Area

Area

Program

TotalPWTa
Pair,
Cluster

Mid-
site

Magnet,
Alter-
native Other

1 2 50 7 22 81

2 8 7 4 19

3 7 29 9
1

45

4 8 54 11 46 9 128

5 46 36 2 97 181

6 21 6 25 52

7 10 81 57 148

8 89 193 60 11 56 409

9 69 135 46 32 282

10 72 189 1 104 366

Total 304 766 71 155 415 1,711

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries for Lau Bilingual
Individual Learning Programs (Form 1346), June 1980.

aPermit With Transportation.



Table 9

Elementary Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by
Organization Models and Administrative Area

103

Organizational Mode la
Area

1 2 3 4 5

TotE.1
Classes

1 107 11 133 12 19

2 542 40 140 57 131

3 211 14 34 11 45

4 63 16 34 8 4

5 L36 27 135 58 14

6 499 61 159 61 93

7 171 39 26 18 16

8 219 13 91 8 13

9 100 7 30 13

10 38 3 17 1 10

Total 2,386 231 799 247 345

282

910

315

125

670

873

270

344

150

69

4,008

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item A),
June 1980 .

a
Codes for Lau organizational models: 1 = self-contained, single

grade; 2 = self-contained, combination grades; 3 = team-teaching,
single grade; 4 = team-teaching, combination grade; 5 = itinerant-
teacher

ti
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Table 10

Number of Elementary NES/LES Pupils Participating
in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by

Grade and Administrative Area

Grade

Area K 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total

1 910 876 518 354 342 240 189 3,429

2 2,997 2,414 1,577 1,153 1,246 780 737 10,904

3 1,124 918 675 446 439 350 261 4,213

4 365 366 207 173 168 110 88 1,477

5 2,278 2,186 1,590 1,409 1,128 1,092 935 10,618

6 2,677 2,617 1,543 1,074 1,355 982 758 11,006

7 941 876 540 363 447 282 176 3,625

8 1,304 1,011 591 427 467 301 220 4,321

9 358 324 209 162 184 268 225 1,730

10 119 123 72 58 115 68 102 657

Total 13,073 11,711 7,522 5,619 5,891 4,473 3,691 51,980

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-1), June

1980.

"



Table 11

Major Primary Languages of Elementary NES/LES Pupils
in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by

Administrative Area

A r ea
Languagea 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total

Armenian 45 59 104

Cantonese 124 587 10 721

Japanese 69 69

Korean 502 lt0 7 659

Pilipino 22 61 83
(Tagalog)

Spanish 3,184 10,829 4,197 1,477 9,797 10,384 3,542 4,300 1,723 657 50,090

Total 3,275 10,829 4,197 1,477 10,529 11,121 3,611 4,300 1,730 657 51,726

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-2), June 1980.
a
Includes 99% of NES/LES pupils in bilingual programs.



Table 12

Primary Language Proficiency Levels
of Elementary NES/LES Pupils in
Bilingual Programs (not BILPs),

by Administrative Area

106

Primary Language Proficiency Levels

Area
NES/LES
Total

Non-
Speaker

Limited
Speaker

Fupctional
Speaker

Proficient
Speaker

Primary Lang.
Total

1 3,429 60 208 181 243 692

2 10,904 519 1,110 983 829 3,441

3 4,213 405 326 353 276 1,360

4 1,477 314 227 147 209 897

5 10,618 578 1,399 1,104 1,157 4,238

6 11,006 727 935 1,185 1,253 4,100

7 3,625 307 513 514 450 1,784

8 4,321 161 570 443 419 1,593

9 1,730 142 324 169 166 801

10 657 9 26 7 6 48

Total 51,980 3,222 5,638 5,086 5,008 18,954

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item B-3),

JuEiI980.
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Table 13

Progress Information for Elementary NES/LES Pupils
in Bilingual Programs (not BILPs),

by Administrative Area

Area

NESTLES NES/LES who met criteria for:

Total
N

Beginning
English/
reading, n

Transition to
English-only
program, N

1 3,429 875 350

2 10,904 1,054 579

3 4,213 576 154

4 1,477 330 101

5 10,618 2,032 692

6 11,006 2,041 904

7 3,625 714 168

8 4,321 913 237

9 1,730 469 130

10 657 241 72

Total 51,980 10,245 3,387

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries, (Form 1348,

items B-4 and B-5), June 1980.
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Table 14

Teachers, Bilingual Aides, and TAs Assigned to
Elementary Bilingual Programs (not BILPs), by

Lau Classification and Administrative Area

108

Area

Lau Teacher Classificationa
No. of 3-dour
Bilingual Aides
and TAsb1 2 3.1 3.2 4 5 Total

1 84 20 25 76 33 39 277 256

2 141 100 168 176 248 72 905 869

3 29 26 58 124 64 10 311 222

4 16 21 26 15 36 10 124 109

5 110 86 151 122 167 20 656 562

6 252 140 102 79 213 76 g62 1,057

7 51 38 36 75 53 15 268 258

8 75 43 75 47 58 39 337 425

9 27 23 20 32 41 3 146 160

10 12 18 8 25 4 67 58

Un-

marked 55

Tctal 797 515 669 746 938 288 4,108 3,976

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348, item C-1

and C-2), June 1980.

aClass 1 and 2 are bilingual teachers. (See Form 1348, page 3
for descriptions of Lau teacher classification.)

bObtained by dividing total number of daily hours by 3 hours.



Table 15

Elementary NES/LES Pupils in Bilingu,.1 Programs
(not BILPs), in Integration and Other Programs,

by Administrative Area

Area

Program

PWTa
Pair,
Cluster

Mid-
site

Magnet,
klter-
native

1

2

7

33

24

20

3 4 8

4 33

, 5 35 28 1 5

'4' 6 36 12 1 5

7 13 103 1

8 61 238 36

9 4 388 1

10 86 156

Total 279 1,002 38 20

109

Other Total

4 35

31 84

76 88

2 35

52 121

45 99

32 149

6 341

103 496

13 255

364 1,703

Note. Based on Elementary Class Summaries (Form 1348), item
B7777 June 1980.

aPermit with Transportation.



Table 16
110

Number of NES/LES Secondary Students,
by Administrative Area

Area Junior High Senior High Total

1 743 627 1,370

2 2,321 1,894 4,215

3 1,214 240 1,454

4 540 196 736

5 3,474 3,179 6,653

6 2,706 2,855 5,561

7 2,040 681 2,721

8 1,258 1.408 2,666

9 526 500 1,026

10 931 231 1,162

Total ,15,753 11,811 27,564

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
June 1980.

1



Table 17

Identified NES/LES Students by Program
and Administrative Area

Area
E lingual/
Biultural ESL BILP

1 85 1,030 175

2 83 2,309 1,171

3 33 566 75

4 9 665 209

5 765 5,103 1,812

6 151 2,273 475

7 165 2,379 25

8 272 1,709 498

9 50 842 64

10 11 782 126

Total 1,624 17,658 4,630

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(form 1344, item 4), June 1980.

111



Table 18

Major Languages of NES/LES Students
in Junior High Schools, by

Administrative Area

Languagea

Area

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Uniden-
tified Total

Armenian

Cantonese

Estonian

Korean

Mandarin

Persian
(Farsi)

Spanish

Vietnamese

Total

1 284 32 27 2 3 1

3 2 2 8 12 9 294 31 2

120

46 8 1 41 277 2 46 63 18 20 4

1 2 12 49 27 5 9 10

1 14 23 3 1 48 18 43 6

576 1,670 865 404 2,006 1,193 1,001 849 467 450 103

11 4 4 23 141 13 89 67 17 17 16

637 1,684 873 493 2,875 1,220 1,512 1,112 529 542 140

350

363

120

526

115

157

9,584

402

11,617

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1347), June 1980.

alncludes 94% of NES/LES students in junior high schools.



Table 19

Major Languages of NES/LES Students
in Senior High Schools, by

Administrative Area

Languagea

Area
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Total

Armenian

Cantonese

Korean

Persian
(Farsi)

Pilipino
(Tagalog)

Spanish

Thai

Vietnamese

Total

262 72 10 3

11 170 137 93 6 13 3

16 1 5 219 35 26 19 12

20 20 1 19 45 11

10 17 1 35 5 1 5

253 706 179 124 1,475 947 353 644 182 79

1 1 1 47 6 6 4 3

30 10 8 264 13 68 48 12 23

321 718 179 158 2,474 1,098 663 764 279 136

347

433

333

116

74

4,942

69

476

6,790

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1346), June 1980.

aincludes 94% of NES/LES students in senior high schools.

-

1":
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Table 20

Summary of NES/LES Students by
ESL Class Levels and Area

(Junior High)

Area Beginning. Intermediate Advanced A Advanced B Total

1 365 190 119 57 731

2 835 629 98 134 1,696

3 535 205 107 36 883

4 209 222 119 28 578

5 1,851 827 328 106 3,112

6 588 422 222 0 1,232

7
. 996 377 116 105 1,594

8 457 333 2b1 157 1,208

9 265 179 78 29 551

10 222 211 86 59 578

No Codea 56 60 41 0 157

Total 6,379 3,655 1,575 711 12,320

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1347), June 1980.

aArea not coded.
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Table 21

Summary of NES/LES Students by
ESL Class Levels and Area

(Senior High)

Area Level I Level II Level III Level IV Total

1 86 108 57 97 348

2 234 206 176 112 728

3 95 36 23 25 179

4 30 47 46 61 184

5 817 734 592 500 2,643

6 265 365 236 244 1,110

7 223 183 202 113 721

8 207 227 218 185 837

9 41 65 83 122 311

10 39 37 54 29 159

Total 2,037 2,008 1,687 1,488 7,220

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1346), June 1980.



Table 22

ESL Program Classes Offered, Based
on School Master Schedule

Introduction to Intermediate Reading
Area English Reading Reading Skills Math

Orientation
& Guidance

U.S. History
& Geography

1 18 11 5 22 5 8

2 30 27 27 64 24 23

3 11 7 2 28 7 6

4 24 9 11 28 17 11

5 67 61 50 103 36 45

6 41 33 21 55 22 18

7 39 21 8 50 10 16

8 28 24 15 31 15 17

9 13 9 9 11 9 8

10 21 14 15 21 10 11

Total 292 216 163 413 155 163

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980. ,



Table 23

Bilingual Program Classes Offered, Based
on School Master Schedule

Area

Primary
Language
Comm. Skills Math

Orientation
& Guidance

U.S. History
& Geography

1 2 2 2 2

2 6 21 12 7

3 4 3 1 1

4 1 0 0 1

5 13 16 9 3

6 11 22 7 4

7 7 19 2 12

8 2 5 1 1

9 2 5 4 2

10 1 1 1 1

Total 49 94 39 34

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
iteET), June 1980.
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Table 24

ESL Teachers Assigned to ESL Programs

Area
Introduction to Intermediate
English Reading Reading

Reading
Skills Math

Orientation
& Guidance

U.S. history
& Geography

10 4 4 0 4 0

2 24 23 18 0 12 0

3 9 7 2 0 6 0

4 21 6 9 0 2 0

5 49 49 40 0 16 0

6 26 20 10 1
5 0

7 25 10 8 0 6 0

8 12 15 9 (s, 7 0

9 6 7 7 q 2 0

10 19 7 4 0 5 0

Total. 201 148 111 0 65 0

Note Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980.

I : ,

a

I:.



Table 25

Bilingual Teachers Assigned to ESL Programs

Area
Introduction to Intermediate
English Reading Reading

Reading
Skills Math

Orientation
& Guidance

U.S. History
& Geography

1 11 5 1 14 1 3

2 18 12 8 38 20 18

3 6 2 1 0 4 3

4 4 2 4 8 0 3

5 17 6 7 24 16 25

6 24 14 8 40 18 12

7 17 14 4 38 7 13

8 12 15 6 10 16 11

9 11 5 6 11 7 6

10 5 4 7 4 3 1

Total 125 79 52 187 92 95

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980.



Table 26

Bilingual Teachers Assigned
to Bilingual Programs

120

Primary
Language

Area Comm. Skills
Orientation

Math & Guidance
U.S. History
& Geograplii

1 2 2 2 2

2 5 19 11 7

3 4 1 1 0

4 1 0 0 1

5 12 13 6 1

6 7 9 3 3

7 7 19 2 12

8 1 0 0 0

9 2 5 4 2

10 1 1 1 1

Total 42 69 30 29

Note. Based on Secondary Summaries (Form 1344, item 6),

June 1980.
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Table 27

Background and Training of Secondary ESL Teachers
(Junior and Senior High)

Area

English
Major/Minor

ESL
Methods

Yes No Yes No

1 32 22 31 23

2 50 28 55 23

3 28 9 32 5

4 24 10 21 13

5 143 41 133 51

6 49 28 64 13

7 40 32 48 24

8 46 28 58 16

9 28 9 34 3

10 20 15 27 8

Total 460 22Z 503 179

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1345), June 1980.



Table 28

Bilingual Aides and Tutors Assigned
to ESL Program Classes

Area

Introduction to
English heading

Intermediate
Reading Reading Skills Math

Qrientation
& Guidance

U.S. =17

Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor Aide Tutor

18 4 8 0 2 1 15 5 4 2 5 0

2 18 0 16 1 17 1 35 3 13 1 6 3

3 7 0 2 0 1 0 21 0 5 0 2 0

4 20 3 6 0 0 1 30 5 15 0 5 0

5 28 21 15 11 15 2 109 5 54 4 43 4

6 23 7 21 4 15 3 35 1 13 0 12 3

7 18 0 9 0 5 2 32 1 3 1 5 0

8 16 1 8 1 5 3 18 5 5 2 5 5

9 9 1 4 1 7 1 4 5 9 1 3 1

10 15 3 4 2 6 3 11 2 5 3 1 0

Total 172 40 93 20 73 17 310 32 126 '14 87 16

N.)

Note. eased on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 7), June 1980. "Total aides" N.)

divided by 3 hours = estimated actual number of aides.



Table 29

Bilingual Aides and Tutors Assigned to
Bilingual Program Classes

Area

Primary
Language
Comm. Skills Math

Orientation
& Guidance

U.S. History
Geography

Tutors Aides Tutors Aides Tutors Aides Tutors

1 2 0 2 2 2 0 2 0

2 5 0 10 2 2 1 1 0

3 3 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5 0 0 10 0 6 0 1 0

6 7 1 7 0 4 0 3 0

7 6 0 14 1 1 0 5 0

8 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0

9 1 0 3 0 4 0 1 0

10 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0

Total 26 i 54 6 19 1 14 0

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 6), June 1980.
"Total aides" divided by 3 hours = estimated actual number of aides.



Table 30
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ESL aide and Tutor Periods Per Week,
by Administrative Area

Area Aide Periods Tutor Periods

1 512 192

2 1,087 94

3 380 145

4 237 52

5 1,075 250

6 988 132

7 954 47

8 632 167

9 316 64

10 430 55

Total 6,611 1,198

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1344, item 10), June 1980.

I.
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Table 31

Students Meeting Transition Criteria

Area Bilingual to ESL ESL to Regular

1 0 203

2 85 260

3 44 78

4 4 149

5 98 565

6 74 318

7 101 159

8 123 466

9 7 298

10 4 175

Total 540 2,671

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries
(Form 1344, item 8), June 1980
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Table 32

Espariol, Level C, CTBS Testing Results for
NES/LES Students (Junior High only)

Area
No. of Students No. of Students

Passinga not Passingb

1
181 27

2 839 112

3 106 32

4 104 21

5 961 283

6 375 89

7 393 105

8 474 96

9 215 81

10 124 12

Total 3,772 858

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
item 2), June 1980. Level C was used throughout the
year as a screening test of literacy for junior high
school students whose primary language is Spanish and
the results helped in program placement.

aStudents receiving a passing score were placed in an
ESL program.

bStudents not receiving a passing score were placed in
a bilingual/bicultural program.

...
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Table 33

Parent-Student Consultations

Area

No. of Parents
Informed of
BILP Placement

No. of Student
Withdrawals by
Parents

No. of Students
Whose Parents
Were Consulted
on BILPs

1 149 2 328

2 454 1 84

3 209 1 191

4 13 0 130

5 922 11 733

6 513 1 362

7 704 1 215

8 425 10 1,192

9 137 6 72

10 273 4 518

Total 3,799 37 3,825

Note. Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344,
item 2), June 1980.



Table 34

NES/LES Students from Other Attendance Areas,
Participating in Integration Program

Educational Magnet/ Pair/
Area Options PWT Alternative Cluster Midsite Other

1 0 0 0 0 0 1

2 0 4 0 0 0 68

3 0 3 0 0 0 0

4 1 24 0 0 44 0

5 0 2 0 0 0 78

6 10 0 24 17 0 66

7 1 137 0 0 0 21

8 0 174 6 2 34 10

9 0 68 4 97 0 10

10 2 67 6 . 417 0 3

Total 14 479 40 533 78 257

Note, Based on Secondary School Summaries (Form 1344, item 9), June 1980.
"OtEli" include students on opportunity transfer and interdistrict permits.



Table 35

Special Education Lau Students Identified by
Parent Interview. by Type of School,

Handicap and Language

Type of School
and Handicap

Language

TotalArmenian Cantonese ese Korean S anish Pilinino Other

Spec. Ed. Schools

TMR 4 4 6 305 11 23 353

Autistic 3 2 14 1 3 23

Apha'5 i c 2 2

Hearing Impaired 2 ..I 102 1 4 112

MN 1
3 129 4 4 140

DCH 1 1 1 135 4 142

Other 1 1 41 1 4 48

Total 5 10 6 11 728 18 42 820

Elementary Schools

5 1 6Autistic

Aphasic t.41 1 142

Hearing Impaired 1 2 89 10 102

MH 1 1

Total 0 1 0 2 236 1 11 251



Table 35, continued

Type of School
and Handica

Language
Armenian Cantonese Japanese Korean Spanish Filipino Other Total

Secondary Schools

1 11MR

Aphasic 14 1 15

Hearing Impaired 1 7 1 9

MH 1 1 2

Other 1 1

Total 1 24 3 28

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1351, items A and B-2), June 198



Table 36

Special Education Lau Students Identified by
Parent Interview, by Type of School, Handicap

and Degree of English Fluency

Type of School
and Handica

Spec. Ed. Schools

TMR

Autiltic

Aphasic

Hearing Impaired

MH

`NCH

Other

Total

Elementary Schools

Autistic

Aphasic

Hearing Impaired

MH

Total

Primary Language Spoken with:
Some English Inter-

No English English chan cabl

116 148

10 6

1 0

79 22

28 33

78 48

25 16

337 273

2 1

31 55

66 25

1

99 82

Total

82 346

8 24

1 2

12 113

18 79

16 142

5 46

142 752

3 6

66 162

14 105

1

83 264



Table 36, continued

Type of School
and Handicap

Primary Language Spoken with:

No English

2

2

Some
English

1

8

9

1

19

English Inter-
changeably

--t

5

1

1

7

Total

1

15

9

2

1

28

Secondary Schools

TMR

Aphasic

Hearing Impaired

MH

Other

Total

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1351, items A and B-1),
June 1980.



Table 37

Special Education NES/LES Students Identified by BINL,
by Language, Type of School and Handicap

Type of School
and Handicap

Language

Cantonese Japaneselentan

Spec. Ed. Schools

Unidentified

EH

OH/OHI 3

Visually Handicapper, 1

Pregnant Minors

Other

Total 4

Elementary_Schools

Unidentified

EH 1

EMR 3 4 2

Other

Total 3 5 2

Korean Spanish Pilipino Other '11 -al

4 4

5 5

3 106 5 117

1 40 42

2 2

23 23

4 180 5 193

1 1

2 392 1 9 405

2 176 0 3 190

1 1 2

5 569 1 13 598



Type of School
and Handica

Secondary Schools

EH

EMR

Visually Handi-
capped/blind

Other

Total

Table 37, continued

Language

Armenian Cantonese Japanese Korean Spanish Pili ino Other Total

1

1

1 60

58 1

62

63

2 2

8 1 9

1 128 1 5 136

Note. Based on Specil Education Class Summaries (Form 1352, item B-4), June 1980.
Identified by BINL as NES/LES; language, by HLS.



Table 38

IEP Description for Special Education NES/LES Students
Identified by BINL, by Type of

School and Handicap
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Type of School
and Handicap

IEP that includes:

Bilingual
ESL Program Total

Spec. Ed. Schools

2 2EH

OH/OHI 31 63 94

Visually Handicapped 43 43

Pregnant Minors 2 2

Other 1
1

Total 36 106 142

Elementary Schools

EH 158 30 188

EMR 140 5 145

Other 2 2

Total 300 35 335

Secondary Schools

EH 10 8 18

EMR 7 1 8

Visually Handicapped 2 1 3

Other 2 2

Tot:al 21 10 31

Noce. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,

i:em C-1), June 1980.



Table 39

Instructional Program Placement for NES/LES Students
Identified by BINL, by Type of School and Handicap

(Regular Schools Only)

Type of School
and Handica

Special Day Class

Bilingual
and ESL

Other Classes

Bilingual
and ESL ESL

Elementary Schools

Unidentified

Bilingual
Program Total

1

EH 64 10 94 4

EMR 35 4 92 1

Other 2

Total 101 14 187 5

Secondary Schools

EH

EMR

Total

14 1

17 2

31 3

4

5 1

5 5

1

172

132

2

307

19

25

44

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1351, item C-2), June 1980.



Table 40

Progress Information for Special Education
Elementary NES/LES Pupils Identified
by BINL, Type of school, and Handicap
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Type of School
and Handicap

NES/LES who
Beginning
English/
reading, N

met criteria for:
Transition to
English-only
program, N

Spec. Ed. Schools

Unidentified

EH 1 1

OH/OHI 25 15

Visually Handicapped 2 1

Other 1

Total 29 17

Elementary Schools

1 1Unidentified.

EH 121 82

EMR 61 16

Other 1

Total 184 99

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,
items B-2 and B-4), June 1980.



Table 41

ESL Information for Special Education Secondary
NES/LES Students Identified by BINL, by

Type of School and Handicap
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Type of School
and Handicap

ESL Level

I II III IV Total

Spec. Ed. Schools

OH/OHI

Pregnant Minors

Total

Secondary Schools

EH

EMR

Visually Handicapped

Other

Total

5 8 3 1

2

7 8 3 1

12 6 2 1

25 3 1 2

1

2

40 9 3 3

17

2

19

21

31

1

2

55

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352,

itEEE-4), June 1980.

(
.1



Table 42

Personnel Providing Primary Language for Special Education
NES/LES Students Identified by }FAL, by Type

of School and Handicap

Type and School
and Handicap

Unduplicated count of special
education teachers:

Duplicated count 61--
support personnel:

Other TotalA fluency

B fluency
Whiling.
aide

Monoling.
Whiling.
aide

Primary
erant Lab. lang.

tchr. aide tchr.

Spec. Ed. Schools

1

3

1

3

Unidentified

EH

OH/OHI 5 1 18 16 6 51

Visually Handicapped 9 9

Pregnant Minors 1 1

Other 6 6

Total 5 1 18 25 5 0 17 71

Elementary Sch-ols

1 1Unidentified

EH 2 2 31 1 9 11. 39 88

EMR 2 11. 2 2 12 29

Other 1 1 LA)

1/4.0

Total 2 4 42 1 4 13 53 119

O A



Table 42, continued

Type and School
and Handicap

Unduplicated count of special
education teachers:

Duplicated count of
support personnel:

Other Total

B fluency tbnoling.
w /biling. Wbiling.

A fluency aide aide

Itin-

erant
tchr.

Primary
Lab. lang.

aide tchr.

Secondary Schools

EH 2 1 10 2 3 18

4 1 5 10

Visually Handicapped '1 1

Total 2 1 14 0 0 3 9 29

Note. Based on Special Education Class Summaries (Form 1352, item C-3), June 1980.

1.-
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Tab'e 43

Number of Bilingual Teachers,
by Level and Language

Cantonese

Japanese

Korean

Pilipino
(Tagalog)

Spanish

Serbo-Croation

Total

Elementary Junior High Senior High

Total
Level

A B
Level

A B
Level

A

35 13 9 3 6 66

30 22 8 2 5 1 68

29 2 11 2 44

43 11 6 6 3 69

1,419 788 345 125 218 62 2,957

2 2 1 5

1,558 836 381 136 235 63 3,209

Note. Based on Aerort Q1(007R01, June: 1980.



Table 44

Number of Education Aides,
by Language

Language Total

Arabic 1

Armenian 9

Cantonese 55

Japanese 23

Korean 40

Khmer 3

Laotian 3

Samoan 1

Spanish 2,998

Tagalog 16

Vietnamese 7

Tot*1 3,156

Note. Based on district personnel records,
June` 1980.
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Table 45

District Language Fluency Test Results for
Current and Newly Recruited Staff

Language Level t Level B Failed Total

Armenian 11 9 0 20

Cantonese 1 5 2 8

Spanish 270 425 144 839

Total 282 439 146 867

Note. Based on Bilingual Staffing Unit records, July 1979

through January 1980.



Table 46

Lau Summary Data for Educational Option Schools

Type of Schools

Cate pry Opportunity Con't:inuation Alternative Tri-C

BINL tests submitted 11 83 0 0

Number of identified NES/LES students 6 100 2 0

Students in ESL program 0 14 0 0

Students on individual learning plans 6 71 2 0

ESL class aide hours per week 0 23 0 0

ESL class tutor hours per week 0 10 0 0

Noce. Based on School Summaries, June 1980, and on BiNL records for 1979-80.
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Glossary of Special Terms



GLOSSARY OF SPECIAL TERMS

Aide.--A paraprofessional employee who assists a teacher

in the classroom.

BEST (Basic Elementary-Secondary Test in reading and mathe-

matics).- -This is a screening achievement test written by spe-

cially-funded Research and Evaluation LAUSD staff. It may be

used as a determinant of student eligibility for compensatory

education programs or as one of the criterion measures for tran-

sition for elementary Lau pupils. It tests basic skills in both

reading and mathematics; maximum testing time is 30 minutes for

each section; it has seven levels, for Grades K through 12; it

can be machine or hand scored; it can be given to one child or

to a group; it correlates well with the CTBS; it is not a diag-

nostic test; and it is not standardized.

Bilingual/Bicultural Program.--This is a system of instruc-

tion which uses two languages, one of which is English, as a

means of instruction. it builds upon and expands the existing

language skills of each participating student, to enable the

student to achieve competency in his or her primary language a.ld

146



147

in English. This instruction should include.

1. Daily instruction in English as a Second Language.

2. Language development in the student's primary language.

3. Reading in the student's primary language where appro-

priate.

4 Selected subjects taught in the student's primary

language as is appropriate.

5. Development of an understanding of customs and values

of the cultures associated with the languages being

taught, as well as an understanding of the history and

culture of California and the United States.

Bilingual/Biliterate Aide.--An aide fluent in reading and

speaking both English and the primary language of the NES/LES

pupils in a bilingual/bicultural program, and familiar with the

cultural neritage of the NES/LES pupils assigned.

BILP (Bilingual Individual Learning PrJgram).--The Lau Bi-

lingual Individual Learning Program is provided wherever there

are insufficient bilingual personnel or the parent requests

withdrawal from a full bilingual/bicultural program. An indi-

vici-lal program provides ESL instruction and support in the pri-

mary language for developing concepts in the content areas.

BINL (Basic Inventory of Natural Language).--Written by

Charles M. Herbert, PhD, CHECpoint Systems, San Bernardino,

California, 1977. The BINL is a standardized criterion-

referenced system that assesses oral language dominance, fluency,
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complexity, and development or growth in one or more languages.

It may be given individually or in small groups.

Certificated.--School district personnel who have the

appropriate credentials to be teachers or administrators.

Classified.--School district personnel who work in non-

teaching positions, e.g., the bilingual/biliterate aide.

Competency Test.--A criterion-referenced test designed to

measure basic skills and/or life-experience skills.

Continuum.--A list of appropriate instructional steps con-

sisting of various skill levels whtcla include primary language

and ESL levels.

Criteria for reading in English

1. Roman alphabet languages: passed Moreno Test with 80%

mastery, and achieved basic reading comprehension in

primary language.

2. Other than Roman alphabet languages. completed Level 1

of H200+ measured by Moreno Test and completed English

readiness skills;

OR

reads in primary languaga and if_ competent in English

reading readiness skills.

3 Individual learning plat,: completed Level 1 of H200+

as measured by Moreno Test and possesses reading skills

for English reading.
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CTBS (Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills).--Published by

California Test Bureau, McGraw-Hill, the CTBS is a standardized

group test of fundamental skills in reading; language, and math-

ematics (and selected other areas, such as social studies). So

far, four English forms are available (Q, R, S, and T) and seven

levels for Grades K through 12. The CTBS has been used widely

in the district. A Spanish edition, the CTBS Espanol, is also

available.

Curriculum Model.--This term refers to an appropriate Lau

curriculum that reflects the unique linguistic and cultural

characteristics of the student population it serves. Models are

designed for students who speak Roman alphabet languages, who

speak non-Roman alphabet languages, who have a Bilingual Learn-

ing Program, or who are classified as FES requiring supplemental

educa,:ion.

ESAA (Emergency School Aid Act).--Federal legisLation

enacted to assist school districts with desegregation'integra-

tion efforts.

ESL (English as a Second Language). - -An intensive, struc-

cured program to learn English.

ESL Levels.--The junior high school ESL steps correspond

to the senior high, as follows
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Junior High Senior High

Beginning Level I

Intermediate Level II

Advanced A Level III

Advanced B Level IV

FES (Functional-English-Speaking).--Students Th_Jse oral

English ability ranges from functional to complex, as determined

by the BINL.

Fluency Levels.--For teachers:

A-level fluency requires sufficient fluency in a lan-

guage to be able to use it as a medium of instruction

in all parts of the curriculum.

B-level fluency requires sufficient knowledge of a lan-

guage at a level.which will serve to improve communica-

tion with speakers of the language.

HLS (Home Language Survey).--A survey completed by the

patents or guardians of all students, K-12, to identify students

from non-English backgrounds.

Language Delivery Systems.--A method of teaching to facil-

itate both language and concept development.

Language Proficiency.--Refers to the degree to which an

individual demonstrates his linguistic competence in a language,

regardless of how that language may have been acquired.
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Lau Student Profiles (Elementary and Secondary.--Forms)

provided by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch for schools to

use to collect data for each NES/LES student on language assess-

ment, achievement level, prescribed program, and transitional

steps for regular school program placement.

LES (Limited-English-Speaking).--Students whose oral

English ability ranges from partial to functional as determined

by BINL.

Magnet School.--A school designed for desegregation pu--

poses to attract students on a voluntary basis.

Midsite School.--A school designed for desegregation pur-

poses, and situated at a convenient location.

Monolingual Teacher.--A teacher who speaks only English.

National Origin Minority Children. -- Students who come from

a home where a language other than English is spoken.

NES (Non-English-Speaking).--Students whose oral English

ability ranges from no English to partial English, as determined

by BINL.

Organizational Models for Bilingual Programs.--The bilin-

gual personnel in each organizational model are responsible for

primary language development. There are five basic models.
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1. Self - Contained- Single - Grade. This model is employed

for 10 to 20 NES/LES students of the same language in

the same grade.

2. Self-Contained-Combination-Grade. This model applies

when the combination of NES/LES students of the same

primary language in two consecutive grades is 20 or

less.

3. Team-Teaching-Single-Grade. This model is employed

where there are 21-40 NES/LES students of the same

primary language in the same grade.

4. Team-Teaching-Combination-Grade. This model is used

when there are 10-20 NES/LES students in each of two

consecutive grades.

5. Itinerant Teacher Model. The Itinerant Teacher Model

always requires a bilingual teacher who will work with

NES/LES students within their regular classroom. The

regular monolingual English-speaking teachers respon-

sible for the education of NES/LES students being

served under this model will be assisted by a bilingual/

biliterate aide.

Prima-y Language.--The first language a child learned, or

the language which is spoken in the child's home.

PES (Proficient-English-Speaking).--Students whose oral

English ability equals or surpasses the level of complexity

achieved by his English-speaking-only peers.



153

Special Education Classes.--Six major groups are Lau par-

ticipants:

EH: Educationally Handicapped

EMR: Educable Mentally Retarded

MH: Multihandicapped

OH: Orthopedically Handicapped

TMR: Trainable Mentally Retarded

Staff Development.--Preservice and inservice training for

teachers, other professional staff, aides, and volunteers. Such

training enables participants to provide specific support to the

instructional program and to better understand and meet the

needs of all children.

Teacher Class (elementary only).- -

Class I: teacher with bilingual certificate of

competence or credential.

Class II: uilingual teacher certificated as A or

B level, on state waiver.

Class III: monolingual English-speaking teczher, on

state waiver.

Class IV: monolingual English-speaking teacher,

not on state waiver.

Class V: monolingual teacher team teaching u

Class 1 or Class II teacher.

Random Sample.--A selection of individuals so chosen that

t,
4. .4
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all had an equal chance to be selected, and the selection of

one had no influence on the selection of any tither. Example:

drawing Bingo numbers Prom a bowl.

Transition Criteria (Elementary Only).--In order to move

into an English-only instructional prog:ani, a pupil must meet

all four of the following criteria:

1. be recommended by the teacher;

2. be identified as FES on the BINL;

3. have scored no lower than one standard deviation below

the mean on a standardized test of reading and math;

and

4. be recommended by the local administrator after consul-

tation with staff and parents.

Waiver.--A form requested bythe state requiring districts

to identify teachers assigned to a bilingual program without a

certificated of competency, a standard credential with a bilin-

gual emphasis, or a bilingual specialist credential.
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit
156

Memorandum No. 5
September 20, 1979

SUBJECT: TESTING ELEMENTARY PUPILS WITH THE BASIC INVENTORY OF
NATURAL LANGUAGE (BINL), 1979-1980.

I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing
II. Students To Be Assessed with the BINL in English
III. Pupils To Be Assessed with the BINL in Primary Language
IV. BINL Computer Printouts and Labels
v. Return of BINL Score Sheets

I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing

A. The BINL must be given by a certificated teacher who has been
trained through:

. the trainer-of-trainer inservice, August 1978.

. an inservice provided at the local school by a teacher
trained at the trainer-of-trainer inservice.

. an inservice provided by the area bilingual advisor.

B. There must be at least 10 language samples that best reflect the
pupil's natural language to ensure a valid score for each pupil.

C. The student's responses are to be transcribed by the teacher from
the recording tape to the BINL individual oral scores sheets (I05).
The tapes may be erased after transcription. Additional forms
forms may be requested from the Bilingual/ESL Service Branch,
625-6743.

II. Students To Be Assessed with the BINL in English

A. New Enrollees

1. New pupils whose Home Language Survey indicated other than
English as a response to one of the first three questions
must be given the BINL.

2. Procedure for testing new enrollees:

. Obtain Home Language Survey.

. Place Home Language Survey in cumulative record folder.
Administer the BINL in English to students indicating a
Primary Language or Home Language other than English.

. Print pupil's language in the upper left corner of the
test. (Example: HLS--Spanish)

. Complete pupil information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet, except student number.

. Mark an "X" in the pretest box and write the date of test.

. Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

. Write the number of words in each language sample in
Column C, headed "Fluency."

I ( ,
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3. BINL score sheets for new enrollees must be grouped by grade
and by teacher with a paper clip.

B. Transition Criteria

1. NES/LES pupils who are ready for transition to a program of,
English-only instruction must be given the BINL.

T-ansition Criteria Lau Plan, page(s) ,
. Recommended by teacher 55-56
. Identified r: FES on BINL 56
. scored at or above the 16th 57

percentile on a standarized
test of reading and math

. Recommended by local admin- 57
istrator after consultation
with parent and staff.

2. Procedure for testing pupils as part of transition criteria:

. Administer the BINL in English.l
Print "TRANSITION" in the upper left corner.

. Complete pupil information in the upper right corner of
the score sheet.
Print BINL identification number on the "STUDENT NUMBER"
line. The identification number appears next to the
child's name on the BINL label.

. Mark an "X" in the posttest box and record the date of test.
. Number each language sample from 1 through 10.
. Write the number of words per sample in Column C, headed

"Fluency."

C. Retesting

1. A pupil may be reassessed when a parent or guardian, teacher, or
school site administrator expresses a reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the pupil's language classification.

2. Procedure for testing in case of reasonable doubt:

Re-administer the BINL in English using a new
individual Oral Score Sheet.

. Print "RETEST" on the upper left corner of the test.

. Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

. Write the number of words per sample in Column C,
headed "Fluency."

. Place the original BINL label over pupil information
grid in the upper right corner of the score sheet.

. Mark an "X" in pretest box and record date of test.

I(I i,tf,,
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III. Pupils To Be Assessed with BINL 'n Primary Language

1. 1The BINL is to be used as a diagnostic instrument in the primary
language component of a bilingual program, grades K-6. (Refer
to Lau Plan, p. 48.) Identified K-6 NES/LES pupils participating
in a bilingual program described in the district Lau Plan must be
tested in the primary language. Pupils with an Individual Learn.;
ing Program (ILP) need not be tested in the primary language.
The BINL is to be administered by the person responsible tor the
pupil's primary language component.

2. Procedure for primary language proficiency testing:

. Administer the BINL in the primary language of pupil.

. Complete the pupil information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet.

. Indicate primary language on the line labeled "Language
Being Tested."

. Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

. Write the number of words per sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

Iv. BINL Computer Printouts and Labels

BINL computer printouts (Reports 20 and 25) and individual labels will
be sent to each school with the original BINL score sheets. The label
is to be placed on the student's cumulative record marked "Findings and
Recommendations by Elementary Counselor."

v. Return of BIM. score sheets to Processing Center

A. Check each score sheet to be sure that:

1. Reason for testing is indicated in upper left corner.
2. Pupil information grid is complete.
3. Word count for each language sample in Column C, headed

"Fluency."
4. Date of pretest or posttest.

B. Envelopes for BINL score sheets addressed as follows:

Research and Evaluation Branch
BINL Processing Center
G-265

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Research and Evaluation
Branch, 625-6867.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Elementary School Principals and Bilingual Coordinators



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

Memorandum No. 6
September 20, 1979

SUBJECT: TESTING SECONDARY STUDENTS WITH THE BASIC INVENTORY OF
NATURAL LANGUAGE (BINL), 1979-1980.

/ I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency TestingII. Students To Be Assessed with the BINLIII. 3INL 'Computer Printouts and Labels
iv. Return of BINL Score Sheets
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I. Assessment Procedures for BINL English Proficiency Testing

A. The BINL must be given by a certificated teacher or counselor who
who has been trained through:

. the trainer-of-trainer inservice, August 1978.

. an inservice provided at the local school by a teacher or
counselor trained at the trainer-of-trainer inservice.

. an inservice provided by the urea bilingual advisor.

B. There must be at least 10 language simples that best reflect the
student's natural language to ensure a valid score for each student.

C. The student's responses are to be transcribed by the teacher or
counselor from the recording tape to the BT.:t_ individual oral
scores sheet (I0S). The tapes may be erased after transcription.
Additional forms may be requested from the Bilingual/ESL Services
Branch, 625-6743.

LI. Students To 3e Assessed with the BINL in English

A. New Enrollees

1. New students whose Home Language Survey inn cited a language
other than English as a response to one of the first three
questions must be given the BINL.

2. Procedure for testing new enrollees:

. Obtain Home Language Survey.

. Place Home Language Survey in cumulative record folder.

. Administer the BINL in English to students indicating a
Primary Language or Home Language other than English.

. Print student's language in the upper left corner
of the test. (Example: HLS--Spanish)

. Complete student information grid in the upper right
corner of the score sheet, except student number.

. Mark an "X" in the pretest box and write the date of test.

..111'-tf.,/
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. Number each language sample from 1 though 10.
. Write the number of words in each language sample in

Column C, headed "Fluency."

3. BINL score sheets for new enrollees must be grouped by grade
and by teacher and/or counselor with a paper clip.

B. Retesting

1. A student may be reassessed when a parent or guardian, teacher,
or school site administrator expresses a reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the student's language classification.

2. Procedure for testing in case of reasonable doubt:

. Re-administer the BINL in English using a riew individual
Oral Score Sheet.

. Print "RETEST" on the upper left corner of the test.

. Number each language sample from 1 through 10.

. Write the number of words per sample in Column C, headed
"Fluency."

. Place the original BINL label over student information
grid in the upper right corner of the score sheet.

. Mark an "X" in pretest box and record date of test.

BINL Computer Printouts and Labels

aiNt. computer printouts (Reports 20 and 25) and individual labels will
be sent to each school with the original BINL score sheets. The label
is to be placed on the student's cumulative record under Section 15,
entitled "HEALTH."

Return of BINL score sheets to Processing Center

A. Check each score sheet to be sure that:

1. Reason for testing is indicated in-uwer-l-eft-corrrer.
2. The student information grid is complete.
3. Word count for each language sample in Column C, headed

"Fluency."
4. Date of pretest.

B. Envelopes for BINL score sheet addressed as follows:

-We-search and Evaluation Branch
BINL Processing Center
G-265

For further assistance, please call tliyeko Heishi, Research and Evaluation
Branch, 625-5357.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Secondary Schools
Ito
%.,,,,,
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Bulletin No. 3
October 29, 1979

161

SUBJECT: DESCRIPTION OF BINL TEST RESULTS FOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

I. BINL Computer Printouts
II. BINL Labels

III. Retests
IV. Transition

I. BINL Computer Printouts

A. BINL Report 20

The printout called Report 20 is a detailed report on each pupil
reported by classroom of grade level. Looking at a BINL Report 20
or the attached sample, the general information found across the
top of the printout includes:

I. B1NL report number in upper left corner (Report BINL 20).
2. District--BINL identifying number and name of district.
3. Run Number--computer run number in upper right corner

identifies the computer file where information is stored.
4. School--BINL identifying number, school name, and area.
5. Teacher--name, grade level, and date of test.

Detailed information for each pupil is reported in columns which
include the following in:orrnation:

I. Student Name - -the name of pupil tested, under which are
identifying numbers assigned to each pupil for use in the

_aamputer_progr am-

2. BINL Student Number--this column identifies the home
language provided by the school on test forms, or identifies
a retest or transition test.

3. No. of Words--the total number of words used by the pupil
during the testing.

4. No. Sent--the total number of samples collected from the
pupil.

I
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5. Avg. Length -- average sentence length is obtained by
dividing the number of words by the number of sentences.

6. Complex Level--level of complexity which is a score that
results from the pupil's command of the structure of the
language, including the use of m'difiers, phrases, and
clauses.

7. Level of Complexity--the asterisks are a graphic representa-
tion of raw score found in Complex Level Column.

8. District Student Identifier - -this column should be left
blank.

9. TIP - -INC (incomplete) is printed when less than 10 language
samples are collected.

B. BINL Report 25

The printout called Report 25 is a classroom or grade level list
which reports language classification (NES, LES, FES, or PES). The
rest of its general information parallels Report 20.

Pupils are listed alphabetically under the language classification
derived from their BINL test score.

II. BINL Labels

D1ST-64733/L A USD BINL t979
SCH-9999999/* SCHOOL NAME * AREA
TCHN-ALL TEACHERS GR 01
(FNC/ENGL15H - 6)
STUDENT NAME 1)

RN-360

Explanation for each of the items circled on the above BINL
label follows:

FNC /ENGLISH- -D -- Language Classification:

NON/ENT;LISH = NES
LTD/EN, !SH = LES
FNC/Er '_ISH = FES
PRO/ENCLISH = PES

RN-360: Computer run number identifies the computer file
where information is stored.
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110118014: BINL identification number for the pupil.

PRE: Pretest score which is a result of a home language
survey or retest.

PST: Posttest score for transition criteria.

Labels must be placed on the pupil's cumulative record unless the pupil
has been retested due to reasonable doubt.

Ill. Retests

The pupil may be retested by a teacher trained to administer the BINL
if a parent, teacher, or administrator expresses reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the original language classification.

A retest must be administered and returned to Research and Evaluation
within la days after receiving the pupil's BINL result. The BINL label
should not be placed on the cumulotiv,s record if a retest is to be
administered, since the label must be submitted on the retest score sheet.

IV. Transition

Transition BINL test results are reported on BINL Report 20 and Report 25
as posttests.

A. Transition Criteria

A NES/LES pupil identified as FES on the BINL has met only one
of the four criteria for transition to a regular English-only
program.

All of the following steps must be implemented for a pupil to
be eligible for transition (see Lau Plan, pp. 55-58).

Step I. Recommended by the teacher based on observation of
progress.

Step 2. Identified as FES on BINL.

Step 3. Scored at or above one standard deviation below the
national norm on a standardized achievement test (at or
above the 16th percentile on the CTES or BEST).

Step 4. Recommended by the local administrator after consulta-
tion with parent and staff.
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B. BINL for Transition

Revised procedure for testing NES/LES pupils as part of transition
criteria:

. Administer the BINL in English
Print "TRANSITION" in the upper left corner
Complete pupil information in the upper right corner of
the score sheet
Mark an "X" in the posttest box and record the date of
posttest
Number each language sample from I through 10
Write the number of words for each sample in column C,
headed "Fluency."

All transition score sheets no longer require the 131NL identification
number for the pupil on the "STUDENT NUMBER" line.

For assistance on the transition criteria, please call your area
bilingual advisor, or the -.Bilingual-ESL Services Branch at 625-6743.

For further assistance please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, 625-6867.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Principals of Elementary School
Attention: Bilingual Coordinator
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

Butle'in No. I:
October th, 1979

SUBJECT: DESCRIPTION OF BINL TEST RESULTS FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS

I. BINL Computer Printouts
I I. B!NL Labels

kJ I. Retests

166

I. BINL Computer Printouts

A. BINL Report 20

The printout called Report 20 is a detailed report on each pupil
reported by classroom of grade level. Looking at a BINL Report 20
or the attached sample, the general information found across the
top of the printout includes:

I. BINL report number in upper left corner (Report BINL 20).
2. District - -BINL identifying number and name of district.
3. School- -BINL identifying number, school name, and area.
4. Teacher--name, grade level, and date of test.
S. Run Number--computer run number identities the computer

file where information is stored.

Deteiled information for each student is reported in columns which
include the following information:

I. Student Name--the name of student tested, under which are
identifying numbers assigned to each student for use in the
computer program.

2. BINL Student Number--this column identifies ;he home
language provided by the school on test forms, or identifies
a retest.

3. No. of Words--the total number of words used by the student
during the testing.

4. No. Sent--the total number of samples collected from the
student.
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5. Avg. Length -- average sentence i, 'ith is obtained by

dividing the number of words by tht number of sentences-

6. Complex Levellevel of complexity which is a score that
results from the student's command of the structure of the
language, including the use of modifiers, phrases, ana
clauses.

7. Level of Complexity--the asterisks are a graphic representa
tion of raw score found in Complex Level Column_

8. District Student Identifier - -this column should be left
blank.

9. TIP--INC (incomplete) is printed when less than 10 language
samples are collected.

B. BINL Report 25

The printout called Report 25 is a classroom or grade level list
which reports language classification (NES, LES, FES, or PES). The
rest of its general information parallels Report 20.

Students are listed alphabetically under the language classification
derived from their BINL test score.

II. BINL Labels

DIST- 64733/L A USD BINL 1979
SO-4-9999999i* SCHOOL NAIE
TCHR-ALL TEACHERS

(ZN-3b0
STUDENT NAPE 1: (011601

(1.--,NC/ENGL 1 SH - f))

AREA
GR

N

I
Explanation for each of the items circled on the above BINL
label follows:

FNC/ENGLISH--D--Language Classification:

NON/ENGLISH--NES
LTD/ENGLISHLES
FNC /ENGLISH- -FES
PRO /ENGLISH- -PES

RN-360: Computer run number identifies the computer file
where information is stored..

1 1

4... '-, 4
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1/0118010: BINL identification number for the pupil.

PRE: Pretest score which is a result of a home language
survey or retest.

PST: Posttest score for elementary schools only.

Labels must be placed on the student's cumulative record unless the pupil
has been retested due to reasonable doubt.

e

III. Retests

The pupil may be retested by a teacher trained to administer the BINL
if a parent, teacher, or administrator expresses reasonable doubt about
the accuracy of the original language classification.

A retest must be administered and returned to Research and Evaluation
within 10 days after receiving the student's BINL result. The BINL label
should not be placed on the cumulative record if o retest is to be
administered, since the label must be submitted on the retest score sheet.

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, 625-6867.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Principals of Secondary Schools
Attention: Bilingual Coordinator and

Head Counselor
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

ELEMENTARY LAU MONITORING INSTRUMENT

The accompanying Elementary Lou Monitoring Instrument (Form I341) has been designed to reflect the Office for
Civil Rights guidelines established in the District Lau Plan.

The Instrument will be used in randomly selected Lou schools by professional evaluators and specially trained
review team members.

The primary purpose of the Instrument is to assist schools in identifying the extent
The rating of each item is based on the intent of the Lau Plan and the results will
report to the Office for Civil Rights. The assessment information will contribute
continuing program improvement.

The Elementary Lou Monitoring Instrument is organized into eight areas:

Identification
Assessment
Implementation
Curriculum
Methods
Placement and Transition Criteria
Staff Development
Community Involvement

of
be
to

program inplernentation.
used in the District
the school's plan for

RATING SCALE
Within each area arc statements which provide the basis for ratings. the rating scale used in this instrument is:
NA = not applicable; I = not yet' implementing; 2 working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

LISP OF ABBREVIATIONS:

ilINI_--flosic Inventory of Naturol Language
C111SCainprehensive Test of Basic Skills
ESLEnglish-as-a-second Language
I ILS--I lorne Language Survey
OCROffice for Civil Rights

NITS --Non-Fnglish speaking
LESLimited-English speaking
FESFunctional-English speaking
SES--Survey of Essential Skills

I I /7/I j Form 1341
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Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I --: not yet implementing; 2 .: working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

Points of Inquiry to Lau Rotin Comments
r-

The school has informed parents or guardians of NES/LES
pupils about the bilingual programs designed for their
children, according to the following guidelines:

A. Parents hove received a notice describing the
program.

B. Parents were invited to a meeting to discuss the
best instructional program for their children.

C. Parents or guardians not attendin-; the meeting
were invited to a parent conference.

D. Parents have been consulted,in the development
of Individual Learning Plans. ',/

A.

g.

C.

D.

° -II i '
A. ..r

I
1
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

SECONDARY LAU MONITORING INSTRUMENT

The accompanying Secondary Lou Monitoring Instrument (Form 1342) has been designed to reflect the Office for
Civil Rights guidelines established in the District Lou Plan.

The Instrument will be used in randomly selected Lau schools by professional evaluators and specially trained
review team members.

The primary purpose of the Instrument is to assist schools in identifying the extent of
The rating of each item is based on the intent of the Lau Plan and the results will be
report to the Office for Civil Rights. The assessment inforrnotion will contribute to
continuing program improvement.

The Secondary Lau Monitoring Instrument is organized into seven areas:

Identification
Assessment
Implementation
Curriculum
Transition Criteria
Staff Development
Community Involvement

program implementation.
used in the District
the school's plan for

RATING SCALE
Within each orea ore statements which provide the basis for ratings. The rating scole used in this instrument is:
NA .--: not applicable; I = not yer implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

LIST OF AIIIIRINIATIONS:

BINLBasic Inventor y of Natural Language
I CLFriglish-os-a-second Language
I:LSFunctional-English speaking
11LSI lome Language Survey
LLSLimi t ed-Lnglish speaking

11/7/79

r) I ,
4. .111

,

NESNon-English speaking
OCR -- Office for Civil Rights
PAIRPerformance Assessment in Rending
SI)0A1--San Diego Observation Assessment Instrument
SI IARPSenior High Assessment of Reading Performance

I.
....4
00

Form 1342



School Community Bilingual Office
Administrator Research and Evaluation

Area Date of Visit Teacher Personnel
Area Office Other

[hating Stale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementingj
Lau Pon-

Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

42-43 I. IDENTIFICATION

The school has conducted the Home Longuage Survey
(HLS) according to prescribed methods and procedures:

A. Parents were given the HLS in their own language. A.

B. Bilingual personnel are available to assist in
conducting HLS for new students. B.

C. The HLS is filed in each student's cumulative
record. C.

43-47 II. ASSESSMENT

Students were given the rum to assess their
proficiency in English according to prescribed
procedures:

A. All students indicating a hame language other
than English on the HLS were given the BINL. A.

13. New students were given the BINL within two
weeks of enrollment. B.

C. All students identified as NES/LES an SDOAI
(Spring 1978) were given the BINL. C.

D., Stoll development was provided fat oll personnel
designoted to administer the BUIL. D.

F. IIIIAL lobels ho ve been placed on student's 1--.
....4

cumulative record. F. up

f1
A . - -,

. I ,
4 . .... -...0



Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing 1

au Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

49-51 Spanish speaking students were given the Test of
Prerequisite Skills (TOPS) according to prescribed
procedure: (junior high only)

A. NFS/LES students newly enrolled,from another
country. A.

13. NES/LES students newly enrolled `:-nrn another
LAUSD school or any other school in this
country and whose records indicate that the
student has not participated in a formal
English reading program. 13.

119 III. IMPLEMENTATION
92-93

97 A. School has continued its existing bilingual/
bicultural program (senior high only). A.

13. School has implemented a bilingual/bicultural
program for students who have basic education
needs (junior high only). fi.

.

C. School has implemented an ESL program, that
follows the guidelines described in the
District's Secondory School Curriculum,
Guidelines for Instruction. C.

I. NES/LES students were assessed in the follow-
ing skills areas:

a. ESL skills through the use of the District- .

developed placement lest ,

b. Math computation through regular math
department procedures

a. .

b.

2. ESL classes are taught by ESL teachers rneeting I.
\District requirements. 2. c.o

cp

? ( 1 1
.../ ,,,,



Rating Scale:, NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

Lau Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry fort au Rating Comments

D. NES/LES students are integrated into regular
classes for at least one non-language-related
class per day.

E. The number of students in the ESL classes or
bilingual classes is substantially the same as
the number of students in the some subject
classes at that school.

D.

E.

101-110 IV. CURRICULUM

The school has provided each Lou student with an
appropriate curriculum model (that includes all
major elements, such as skills continuums, tests of
progress, and teaching materials).

A. Full Bilingual/Bicultural Program (junior high
only)

Beginning - Level I

I. ESL taught in a two-period block
2. Communication skills in the primary language

to include listening, speaking, reading and
writing

3. Math in the primary language
4. Orientation-Guidance class in the primary

language
5. Physical Education mainstream class

2.

Intermediate - Level II

I. FSL taught in a two-period block I.
2. Communication skills in the primary language
3. Moth in the primary language 1.
ti. troduction to American I leritage in the

primary language 4. --i
5. 1,3hysical Education - mainstream class. ST-- 00

I-.



Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; '2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

0

Lou Pion
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lou

Advanced - Level III

I. ESL tought in a two-period block
2. Comrnunicotion Skills in the primary languoge
3. Math in the primary language
Ii. Health, Sociol Studies or Science in the

primary longuage os needed for graduation
5. Physical Education - mainstream class or are

elective as required for groduution

B. Portia! Bilinguol Program (junior high only)

I. ESL fought in o two-period block
2. Cornmunicotion skills in the primory longuoge
3. Moth in the primary longuage

C. English-As-A-Second Longuage Program

Beginning - Level I

I. ESL tought in o two period block
2. Introduction to English reading'
3. Moth tought utilizing the primary longuoge
4. Orientation - Guidonce utilizing the primary

language
5. Physicol Education - rnoinstream class

Intermediate - Level II

I. ESL taught in a two period block
2. Intermediate reading class with introduction

to PAIR and SHARP skills
3. Introduction to America! Heritage utilizing

the pH:I-wry longuage
I. Math or I leolth (cis necessary for graduation)

taught utilizing the primal y language
5. Physicol Education - mainstream closs

Roting

I.2.
"3-7
4.

5.

11.

3-.--

I.

2.

3.

II.
57--

Comments

n ,.., ,,
Oki tdi



Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing I

Lau Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

Advanced - Levels III and IV

i . ,I. ESL - one period
2. PAIR and SHARP reading skills if not already

passed
3. Regular classes with assistance

D. Individual Learning Program

I. ESL
2. Math with primary language support
3. Social Studies, Health or Science

E. Supplemental Education Program

I. Oral English
2. Reading and writing in English
3. Mathematics

2.

I.

.

I.
.

58-59
102

V.

t 1 ,
t, ,... .,

TRANSITION CRITERIA

A. The school is implementing procedures for
students eligible for transition from the
bilingual/bicultural program to an ESL
program according to prescribed procedures:

I. Recommendation by communication skills and
math teachers

?.. `flossing score on TOPS in reading and math

3. Recommendation by local administrator of ter
consultation with staff and parent

11.. The school is i:nplementinq procedures for students
to advance 'rorn one ESL level to another according
to prescribed procedures:

I.

.

r. . -, - -

1..
co
LAI

2.

3.



Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

Lau Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

I. Passing score on the District-developed
final examination for each level;

OR

2. Average passing score on District-developed
proficiency tests for each level 2.

157-158

161

156

156-157

VI. STAFF DEVELOPMENT

)

A. Orientation to the District's Lau Plan was provided
for the following personnel.

I. Certificated -

2. Classified

a. Office staff
b. Instructional aides

B. Staff development was provided or is planned for
aIT certificatedarid all classified personnel
involved in the ESL and/or bilingual program.

I. Staff development was based on a local needs
assessment.

2. The local school staff development program was
designed to assist certificated personnel to:

a. Improve instructional skills
h. Improve human development skills
c. Use curricular and instructional materials

appropriate to the needs of Lau pupils
d. Improve learning conditions by working on

relationships among:

(I) Pupils
(2) School personnel
(3) Parents and community members

a.

c.

CO



1 Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implementing

Lou Plan
Pages Points of Inquiry of Lou

3. The local school staff-development program was
designed to assist classified personnel to:

a. Improve instructional skills
b. Improve human development skills
c. Use curricular and instructional materials

appropriate to the needs of Lou pupils
d. Improve learning conditions by working on

relationships among:

(I) Pupils
(2) School personnel
(3) Parents and community members

Ratin

a.

Comments

170-171 VIII. COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

4 r .....1 ...

A. If the school has 20 or more NES/LES students, it
has established a Bilingual Education Committee
according to following guidelines:

1. The percentage of parents of NES/LES students
is at least the same as the percentage of NES/
LES students in the school but not less than 50%

2. Parents representing all language groups, in the
school were invited to participate in the
Bilingual Education Committee.

3. Meetings are conducted in the primary
longuage(s) of the commiltee members as well
as in English.

Responsibilities of the Bilingual Education
Committee arc consistent with written guide-
lines in the Lou Plan. li

111 , 1 )
4. ...., ,...-,



Rating Scale: NA = not applicable; I = not yet implementing; 2 = working toward implementation; 3 = implernentinJ

iTuP I an
PcAes_ Points of Inquiry for Lau Rating Comments

13. School communications adhere to the following
guidelines:

I. Written and oral communications are provided
in the primary languages "of any language
group represented by 15% or more of the total
school- population.

2. The school uses appropriate methods to
facilitate effective communication with all
other students whose primary language is
other than ErIglish.

C. The school has informed parents or guardians of
NES/LES students about the bilingual program
designed for their children according to the
following guidelines:

1. Parent has been notified that student is to
be placed in a bilingual/bicultural program
(junior high only).

2. Parents have been consulted in the development
of individual learning plans.

2.

7.

l's v -I

F. A 1



:LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch,
Emerson Manor Officr, Room 7

,

f' *
. .

TO: Principals'and Bilingual Coordinators of
Elementary Schools with Lau Pupils

FROM: .-_John L. Pose, Assistant Director
-:Linda Pursell, Advisor

SUBJECT: Use of Basic Elementary-Secondary.Test (BEST)
=mss with Lau Pupils.,"

;..
-.

,

,.

.
,

; kV.". rs ,
4. :ft°'.2'4 " ;

The Basic Elementary-Secondary Test (BEST) is an achievement test that can
be used as a screening instrument. It can determine whether a Lau pupil having

. a FES rating on- the BINL and participating on a regular isasis in a structured
English reading program is ready to move into a reguls. program.

- The Lau plan (p. 57) specifies that a pupil must achieve no more than one
standard deviation below the. national norm in both reading and math on either

.

an appropriate standardized achievement test or on the BEST.

The following facts about the BEST may be of help to you as you consider the
use of the test.in your school.

1. It is a locally devised baric'achiwement test-for reading and math
that has been correlated with CTBS for ease of determining -Title I
eligibility_ and /or Lau program transition.

- .

It's short - thirty, minutes maximum for reading or mathematics;
together, less than one hour.

Fall 1979

187

-
. It has seven forms covering grades K-12.

- .

...:.4. It can be given to one- child or to a group.
'2 3:

5... The BEST booklets for K, 1, and 2 are consumable. Test booklets for
Grades 3 through 12 are reusable, and require CTSS Student Answer

.:7Sheets.which can be ordered from the current Supply Catalog.
(Stock 08G2360-3)

,.
6. The BEST materials (except for answer sheets) will be provided at no

cost-to your 'school.

7. The quantity of BEST materials available is not intended to cover
your entire enrollment. You are free to make extra copies of any
BEST materials you wish.

. The Manual of Instructions for each level of the BEST contains detailed
directions for giving and scoring the BEST.

C..' , A

Continued

4. A.
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Norm tables for beginning, mid, and end-of-year testing will be
made available to you.

188

A sample set of BEST teat booklets accompanies this letter. Please evaluate
tile= carefully in light of the needs of your school. If after your evalu-

, ation, you would like additional copies to use with your pupils, please complete
-.and return the attached request form. Note on the request form the maximum
number,of materials that will be sent to each school. Since our supplies are
limited, we would very much appreciate having the sample sets returned to us,
if you decide not to use the test:

If you have any questions about the BEST, please call Linda Pursell at
=776-6020 or 742-7459. .

,

' , . _

I

4., 4 1.0

.

4';



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Research and Evaluation Branch

Emerson Manor Office, Room 7

Order FOrm

Elementary Schools with Lau Pupils

189

Basic Elementary-Secondary Test

L._ _1

/11.10.

in Reading and Mathematics
2

Quantity Col. 3

Col. 1 Available Quantity

Item To Each School Requested

Test Booklets

K Reading 30

K Math 30

1 Reading
30

1 Math 30

2
15

3-4
S

5-6

Manuals of Instrution

K

1

2 .

3-4

5-6

Practice Item Charts

2

2

1

1

LA.

K Reading

K Math

1 Reading

1 Math

2

2

If you would like additional copies of the BEST, please complete Col. 3 and return

this form to Emerson Manor. The address is on the back of this form. Fold the

page once, staple or tape and place in school mail. Be certain that the address

is showing.

Name of person making request

School

a

Area School phone

.el
4. 1 4

Form 1086



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH

BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT
190

REFERENCE LIST NO.. 8
November 7, 1979
(Effective: Fall 1979)

SUBJECT: THE 16th PERCENTILE AS ONE TRANSITION CRITERION FOR LAU
ELEMENTARY PUPILS

The Basic Elementary-Secondary Test (;EST) in reading and mathematics is an
achievement test that can be used as a screening instrument. The Lau Plan
,(p. 57) specifies that a pupil will achieve at or above one standard deviation
below the national norm on a standardized test (that is, at or above the 16th
percentile on the CTBS or BEST) in both reading and mathematics before further
consideration will be given for transition to a regular program.

The norm table below gives the raw score on the BEST that is equivalent to the
16th percentile on the CTBS.

Grade & Test Be innin of Year Midyear End of Year
Reading Septeinbef - Wei1\fiber Decnber - ebrua_a MarcFi - June

1 4 5 7

2 10 11 12

3 E 8 9

4 11 11 12

5 10 10 11

6 11 12 12

Mathematics

1 4 4 6

2 8 10 11

3 12 14 16

4 18 20 20

5 14 15 16

6 17 18 18

If the CTBS is being used for transition, refer to the appropriate Examiner's
Manual for determining the 16th percentile.

For copies of the BEST, please call Linda Purcell, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, C25-6470.

For further assistance, please call Miyeko Heishi, Advisor, Research and
Evaluation Branch, 625-6867

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy SuperinteAent

DISTRIBUTION: All Elementary School Principals and Bilingual Coordinators
fi ,
44
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH

BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

REFERENCE LIST NO. 24
May 12, 1980
(Effective: May 1980)

SUBJECT: INFORMATION FOR ELEMENTARY PRINCIPALS ON
COMPLE UN

I. Background
II. Lau Summary Forms, Grades K-6

III. Special Education
IV. Suggestions for Procedure
V. Questions?

I. Background

Compliance with federal mandates for bilingual education
affects everyone in the district. The Office for Civil Rights
(OCR) recently declared over 200 schools in our district to be
out of compliance on a variety of bilingual issues, and
threatened to withhold millions of dollars if the schools did
not quickly conform to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plan mandates for our Branch is to prepare
midyear and year-end reports for the Board and OCR on all
aspects of the district Lau program. We rely on school
personnel for the data in these reports. Last May all schools
received a Lau Summary form to be completed and returned in
June. The return rates were: 92% for elementary, 74% for
junior, 93% for senior high, and 74% for elementary and junior
hill magnet schools. Because the returns were not complete in
in every category, another noncompliance issue was created for
the district. OCR requires annual data on all schools. We
need ydur help to achieve the goal of a complete return.

The Lau Summary forms explained in this reference list are
based on the individual Lau pupil profiles that were to be
completed by May 15, according to Memorandum No. 5 from
Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on March 14. The memorandum
also reminded principals about this year-end collection of
profile data. Elementary schools will collect their profile
information on two forms, described next.
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I I . Lau Summary Forms, Grades K-6

There are two kinds of forms for elementary schools,each with its own instructions:

Form 1348, Elementary Class Summary for Lau Bilingual
Programs . This form is to be completed by each register-carrying teacher of a self-contained bilingual class
implementing one of the following bilingual organizational
models: self-contained, team-teaching, or itinerant. (SeeMemo. 28 for directions.)

Form 13491 Elementary Class Summary for Lou Bilingual
Individual Learning Programs (SILPs) . This form is to be
completed by teachers of NES/LES children receivinginstruction through a BILP. (See Memo. 30 for directions.)

Note: a few teachers may have to complete both forms.
III. Special Education

Special education NES/LES pupils will be counted on other
forms and not on those described in this reference list.

IV. Suggestions for Procedure

1. It may help to assign one person to coordinate the process.This person would explain and distribute the forms toteachers; collect the completed forms; use the checklist
provided for quality control; present the set for your
review and signature on the checklist; and return the forms
to our office by June 6 .

2. Note that the elementary forms are designed to be completed
by each teacher designated in the instructions. The forms
are class summaries, not school summaries. Research andand Evaluation will do the tallying necessary to produce
school summaries .

3. It may help to design a worksheet for collecting the infor-
mation, or use a copy of the form as a work copy. Pleasekeep a file copy of each final form submitted.

4. The number of forms enclosed with this letter was based on
a count of elementary classrooms for NES/LES pupils made
earlier in the school yer and may have changed by now. If
more forms are needed, please duplicate the extras needed.
Kindly return any unused forms to our office as soon aspossible.
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V. Questions?

Questions about the Lou Summary forms not answered in thematerials in hand may be directed by the principal or formscoordinator to:

Nancy Cott, Evaluator -- 625-6868

Miyeko Heishi, Advisor -- 625-6868

Reminder :

Forms are to be accurately completed and returned to theResearch and Evaluation Branch by June 6, 1980. Thankyou for your cooperation.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit
194

Memorandum No. 28
May 9, 1980

DUE DATE: June 6, 1980
Research and Evaluation,
G-265

SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ELEMENTARY CLASS SUMMARY
FOR -EAU BILINGUAL PROGRAMS, FORM 1348

Reminder: This form is to -be completed by each classroom teacher
implementing a self-contained, team-teaching, or itinerant
Lau bilingual organizational model. Do not count BILPs
here; please use Form 1349 for reporting BILPs.

The class summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions of the
Lau program. Items in this memorandum correspond to the items in
Form 1348.

Boxes are provided for each numerical response, one digit per box.
Use leading zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example:
5 would appear as /0/5/ .

All data are to be summarized from the class set of Elementary Lau
Pupil Profile Forms for NES and LES . NES/LES pupil information
requested on this form refers only to pupils identified by the BINL.
Do not include pupils whose language classification has not been
verified by the BINL.

A. Bilingual Program Organizational Model--enter the code number
of the model- that best describes the Lau organizational model imple-
mented for this class. Refer to Lau Pupil Profile, Section IV.

B. NES/LES Pupil Information--this information is to be reported in
following manner:

Item I--enter the number of BINL-identified NES/LES pupils
participating in this class, by grade level.
Refer to Profile, Section I, Item E.

Item 2--enter the two-digit language code for the primary language
of the NES/LES pupils in this class. There will be only
one because of the definition of bilingual programs. See
Language Code Table on following page for a full listing
of languages and codes. Refer -to Profile, -Section T;
Item D.

1) ,
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May 9, 1980

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE

LANGUAGE coos LANGUAGE C0011

At 9han 23 I bo 34
Afrikaans 86 Ice laii-c 01
Albanian 02 Indoioesian 46

AMERICAN INDIAN ttioi.n , 43
LANGUAGES Japanese 45
Apache 03 Javanese 47
Cherokee 04 K hmar (Combeali on; 19
Choctaw 05 Korean 49
Cree , 06 Kurdish 50
Crow 09 Lao 51
Hopi 07 Latvian 52
Navajo 08 Lithuanian 53
Other American Maley 54
Indian 10 Maltese 91

Amharic 92 Melanesian 12
Arabic 11 Mongolian 56
Armenian 15 Nepali 57
Assyrian 93 Norwegian 58
Basque 13 Panjabi 59
Bengali 14 Persian (Farsi) 61
Berber 16 PHILIPPINE
Bulgarian 17 LANGUAGES
Burmese 18 flacon* 89
Ceylonese 20 Pilipino (Tagalog) 62

CHINESE Other Philippine 64
LANGUAGES Polish 65
Cantonese 22 Portuguese 66
Mandarin 25 Romanian 67
Torshavn's. 21 Romany 87
Other Chinese 26 Russian SS
Creole 27 Samoan 69
Croatian 24 Serbian 90
Czech 28 Servo Croatian 70
Danish 29 Sinhalese 71
Dutch 30 1 Slovak 72
Estonian 32 Spanish 60
Fijian ES Swahili 75
Finnish 31 Swedish 73
Flemish 33 Tahitian 74
French 35 Taiwanese 76
Cantle 36 1 hai 77
Geiman 37 Tibetan 7E
Greek 38 Tongan 79
Guamanian 48 .. Turkish E0
Gujarati 63 4 Ukrainian 81
Haitian Creole 39 j Urdu 82
Hawaiian 40 ji Vietnamese 63
Hebrew
Hind.

4)
42

Yaruba
il Yiddish

85
ea

Hungarian 44 1 Other Not Listed 99
11

Item 3--enter the number of NES/LES pupils by primary language
classification based on BINL results. Refer to Profile,
Section II, Item A.

Item 4--enter the number of NES/LES pupils who have met the Lau
criteria for beginning English reading for the appropriate
curriculum model. Refer to Profile, Section III, A or B.

Item 5--enter the number of NES/LES pupils who met all four
criteria for transition to a program of English-only
instruction. Refer to Profile, Section V.
Include pupils who met the criteria for transition during
the 1979-80 school year but who might not have a Profile
on file.

Item 6--enter the number of NES/LES pupils in this class whose
pcients were informed of their placement in a bilingual
program during the 1979-80 school year. Refer to Profile,
Section VI, Item A.

s
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Item 7--enter the number of NES/LES pupils in this class who live

in another elementary school attendance area and participate
in one of the programs listed. Refer to Profile, Section VII,
lower half.

C. Classroom Personnel Information - -this information is to be reported
in the following manner (Refer to Profile, Section IV):

Item I-- record the one code number that best describes the
classification of the register-carrying teacher of this class.

Item 2--enter the number of daily hours that a bilingual aide is
assigned to this classroom.

Item 3--record the name, employee number, and Lau classification
of the Class I or Class II teacher who provides required
primary language instruction for the NES/LES pupils in
this class if not the register-carrying teacher.

Return completed form promptly to the person designated by the principal
for collection of all summary forms to Research and Evaluation Branch.

This request for information has been approved by the Office of
the CSeputy Superintendent.

Approved: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

Distribution: All Elementary Schools

14...I., .,
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DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980
Research and Evaluation, G-265
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SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ELEMENTARY CLASS
SUMMARY FOR LAU BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING
PROGRAMS, FORM 1349

Rem This form is to be completed by each classroom teacher
implementing bilingual individual learning programs (BILPs)
for NES/LES pupils.

The class summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions by grade
and language of NES/LES pupils assigned to BILPs. Items in this memorandum
correspond to the items in Form 1349.

Data are to be summarized from the Elementary Lau Pupil Profile Forms for
NES and LES that indicate an 1LP in Section IV of the Profile.

NES/LES pupil information requested on this form refers only to pupils
identified by the BINL. Do not include pupils whose language
classification has not been verified by the BINL.

GRADE--enter grade level for each language group in this class. For
combination grades, report each grade on a separate line.

LANGUAGES OF NES/LES--enter name of language and two-digit code
for each primary language spoken by NES/LES pupils in this class who have
an ILP on file. See Language Code Table below for appropriate codes.
Refer to Profile, Section I, Item D.

LANGUAGE COOS

I Afghan 23
Afrok sans 86
Ale artian 02

IA :8c RICAN INDIAN
LANGUAGE'S
Apache 03
Chypeee 04
C'soc,ew 05
Crest 06
Craw 09

07
08

Other Arner,ean
1

At,13,1C 92
Arariic 11
is m an 15

:ay an 93
33s,..11 13

14
l,tert.er 16

17
18

Cv'cii,rt 20

I;

if

u,

t'

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE
CHINESE

LANGUAGES
Cantonese
Mandarin
Toishanese
Other Chinese
Creole
Croatian
Czech
Danish
Dutch
Estonian
Fijian
Finnish
Flemish
French
Ganda
German
Greek
Guamaruan
Gujarati
Haiti C,4011.
Nowa, an
liehre
Hindi

LaIungari in

22
25
21
26
27
24
28
29
30
32
88
31
33
35
36
37

4,3
63

40
41
42
44

LANGUAGE
tbo
Icelandic
Indonesian
It don
Japanese
Javanese
Khmer (Cambodia.,
Korean
Kurdish
Lao
Latvian
Lithuanian
Malay
Maltose
Melanesian
Monryslian
Nepali
Norvvepian
Paniabi
Persian (Fars')

PHILIPPINE
LANGUAGES
liocann
Pboolo IT
Other Philivpide

I' a
ko

34
01
46
43
45
4 /
19
49
50
51
52
53
54
91
12
56
5/
5f1
5`.1

61

83
62
64 1

Polish
Por tu;urse
Romanian
Romany
Russian
Samoan
Serbian
Serbia Croatian
Sinhalese
Stovae
Spanish
Swahili
Swedish
Tahitian
Taiwanese
Thal
Tibetan
Tongan
Turkish
Ukrainian
Urdu
Vietnamese
Yaruba
Yiddish
Other Not Lwerf

_

65
66
67
87
55
69
90
70
71
72
60
75
73
74
70
77
78
79
80
81
02
ra
as
114
99
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NO. OF NES/LES IN BILPs--enter the number of BINL-identified NES/LES
pupils for each language group and grade.

NO. OF NES/LES ASSIGNED TO BILPs DUE TO:

Parent request--enter the number of NES/LES pupils of the same
language group and grade not in a bilingual program because of
parental request. Refer to Profile, Section VI, Item B.

Lack of 10 or more to form class--enter number of NES/LES pupils
of the same language group and grade participating in a BILP due to
lack of of 10 or more NES/LES pupils of one language group at a grade
level.

NO. OF NES/LES WHO MET CRITERIA FOR:

Beginning English Readingenter the number of NES/LES pupils of
the same language group and grade who have met the Lau criteria for
beginning English reading. Refer to Profile, Section III, Item C.

Transition to English-only program--enter the number of NES/LES
pupils of the same language group and grade who met all fourcriteria for transition to an English-only program of instruction.
Refer to Profi_,Ie Section V. Include pupils who met the criteria
for transition during the (979 -80 school year but who might not have
a Profile on file.

PRIMARY LANGUAGE SUPPORT--enter the total number of persons and their
combined hours per week (use nearest whole hour; no fractions) providing
primary language support for NES/LES pupils of each language group and
grade.

NO. OF NES/LES WHOSE PARENTS WERE CONSULTED ON BILP--enter
the number of NES/LES pupils of the same language group and grade whose
parents were consulted on the ILP during the 1979-80 school year.

NO. OF NES/LES PARTICIPATING- -enter the number of NES/LES pupils
of same language group and grade who live in another elementary school
attendance area and participate in one of the programs listed. Refer to
Profile, Section VII, lower half.

Return completed form promptly to the person designated by the principal
for collection of all summary forms.

This request for information has been approved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Supe intendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Elementary Schools
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DUE DATE: June 6, 1980

ELEMENTARY CLASS SUMMARY FOR LAU BILINGUAL PROGRAMS

This form is to be completed for each classroom implementing a self-contained,team-teaching, or itinerant Lau bilingual organizational model. Refer toaccompanying bulletin for instructions. Do not count BILPs here; please useForm 1349 for reporting BILPs.

School Name Location Code / / / / /

Classroom (register carrying) Teacher Name

Employee Number / / I / / / / /

A. Bilin ualprogram organizational model for this class
indicate code number; one only)

Code Lau Bilingual Organizational Model

1 A. Self-Contained, single grade
2 B. Self-Contained, combination grades
3 C. Team-Teaching, single grade
4 D. Team-Teaching, combination grades
5 E. Itinerant Teacher

B. NES/LES pupil information

1. Number of BINL-identified NES/LES pupils in this class:

Grade K

I

/ / /

/ / /

2 / / /
3 / / /
4 / / /
5

/ / /

6
I I I

Form 1348
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Teacher Name School Location Code / / / / /

C. Classroom personnel information

1. Classroom teacher classification code (ot for
itinerant teacher): / 1 /

Code Description of Teacher Classification

1.0 bilingual teacher with a Bilingual-
Crosscultural Credential or a
Bilingual Certificate of Competence

2.0 bilingual teacher with district A or
B fluency level and an approved state
wavier from bilingual requirements.

3.1 monolingual teacher with an approved
state waiver from bilingual requirements.

3.2 monolingual teacher who appl ied for
state waiver (not granted) and
involved in course work for
Certificate of Competence.

4.0 register-carrying teacher of NES/LES
pupils who does not meet bilingual
requirements, or has not applied for
waiver from bilingual requirements.

5.0 monolingual teacher team-teaching
with a Class I or 11 teacher.

2. Number of daily hours that a bilingual aide is
assigned to this classroom (use nearest whole
hour; no fractions):

3. Primary language teacher (other than register-carrying
teacher) in team-teaching and itinerant teaching models:

Last Name, First Name

Primary language teacher's employee number / / / / / / / /

and Lau teacher clossification (1.0 or 2.0) J /

D. Evaluative comments or concerns:

Thank you for your help.

4/80 Form 1343

-3-

4. t 41 1,0
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Teacher Name School Location Code / / / / /

2. Primary language code of NES/LES pupils in this class:

The most common primary languages and their codes are:

Code Language Code Language

15 Armenian 49 Korean
22 r-itonese 60 Spanish
45 ,anese 62 Pilipino (Tagalog)

For other primary languages, see accompanying Memorandum No. 28.

3. Number of NES /LES pupils in this class by primary
language level based on BINL results:

Non-speaker of primary language

Limited speaker of primary language

Functional speaker of primary language

Proficient speaker of primary language

4. Number of NES /L.ES pupils in this class who have met
the Lau criteria for beginning lish reading:

c. Number of NES/LES pupils in this class who rret
the transition criteria to an English-only program
of instruction during 1979-80 school year:

/ / I
201

6. Number of NES/LES pupils in this class whose parents
v.ere informed of their placement in a bilingual
program:

7. Number of NES/LES ails in this class who live in
n-other elementai) chool attendance area and who are
purticipating in the following:

/ / /

/ /

/ / /

/ ,

/ / /

/ / /

/ / /

Perm, with Transportation (PWT) / / /

Pair or Cluster / / /

Midsite / / /

Magnet or Alternative / / /

Other (specify): I I I

-2- Form 1348
,,-

- _



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

ELEMENTARY CLASS SUMMARY FOR LAU BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PROGRAMS

School Name School Location Code /__/_,/__/__/ Area

Classroom Teacher Name Employee Number /___/.11_./__//_/_ _ _
This form Is to be completed for each classroom Implementing a bilingual Individual Teaming program for

NES/LES pupils. Refer to accompanying bulletle for instructions.

Due Date: June 6, 1980

GRADE

LANGUAGES OF
NES/LES

NO. OF
NES/LES
IN B1LPs

NO. OF NES/LES
ASSIGNED TO
BILPs DUE TD:

NO. OF NES/LES WM
MET CRITERIA FOR: °RIMARY LANGUAGE SUPPORT

NO. Of
NES/LES
WHOSE

PARENTS
WERE

CONSULTED
ON RIO

NO. or NES/LES
PARtICIPAE NG IN:

Language Code

Parent
Request

tack of

10 or more
to form
class

Beginning
English

Reading

Transition
to English-

only Program

Ming. Aides i TAs

No. NO. Hours

__I
Per week

Adult

No.

I_
Volunteers

No. Hours
per week

Student

No.

Tutors

No. Hrs.

per wk.

PUT Palr

Clus
Mid-
site

Mag.

Alt.

Other

____

5-80

4. I
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Research and Evaluation Branch
Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FORMS

To facilitate the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
make sure all forms are completed accurately.

Items to be checked off:

I. School name, location code, teacher name on each page of
form 41348, and employee number.

2. All boxes requiring numbers filled.

3. Appropriate teacher classification code, page 3,
item C, P3, if applicable.

4. All appropriate items have been checked on form
/1349, if applicable.

5. Principal's signature/name of contact person -form #1360.

Please check off each item listed below and return this checklist with all
completed forms. Indicate the number of forms being returned in the
spaces provided:

I Elementary Class Summary For Lau Bilingual Programs-4I348.

1 Elementary Class Summary For Lau. Bilingual Individual
Learning Programs-#1349.

I Elementary LauSummary Checklist-#1360.

Name of person to be-'Contacted if additional information is needed:

School Name School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Elementary Summary Forms and
all of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we
have provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return this Checklist with all forms to:

5/89

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

ROOM G-265

'; Form 1360
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REFERENCE LIST NO. 25
May 12, 1980
(Effective: May 1980)

SUBJECT: INFORMATION FOR SECONDARY PRINCIPALS ON COMPLETION OF
LAU SUMMARY FORMS, DUE JUNE 6

I. Background
I I . Lau Summary Forms, Grades 7-12

III. Special Education
IV.' Suggestions for Procedure
V. Questions?

I. Background

Complionce with federal mandates for bilinguol educotion offects
everyo.le in the district. The Office for Civil Rights (OCR)
recently declored over 200 schools in our district to be out of
complionce on a variety of bilingual issues, ond threotened to
withhold millions of dollors if the schools did not quickly conform
to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plon mandotes for our Bronch is to prepore
midyeor and year-end reports for the Boord and OCR on oll ospect
of the district Lau program. We rely on school personnel for the
dato in these reports. Last Moy all schools received a Lau Summary
form to be completed and returned in June,. The return rotes were:
92% for elementary, 74% for junior high, 93% for senior high, ond
74% for elementary and junior higl-, rncgnet schools. Because the
returns were not complete in every category, mother noncompliance
issue wos created for the district. OCR requires annuol dote on
all schools. We need your help to achieve the goof of a complete
return.

The Lau Summary forms expioined in this reference list are based
on the individuol Lau student profiles that were to be completed by
May 15, occording to Memorandum No. 6 fror. Bilingual-ESL Services
Branch on Mardi 14. The memorandum olso reminded principals about
this yeor-end collection of profile dota. Secondory schools will
collect their profile information on three forms, described next.
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I I . Lau Summary Forms, Grades 7-12

There are four secondary forms, each with its own instructions
(see Memo. 31), but only three of the forms are to be completed
for each school:

Form 1344E Seco dory School Summary for Lau Instructional
Program. This form will be completed as a summary of the Lau
program at each junior and senior high school.

Form 1345, Secondary Lau ESL Class Teacher Summary . This
form will be completed as a summary for each junior and senior
high school.

Form 13467 Senior Hill Lau ESL Class Student Summary . This
form will be completed as a summary for each senior high school.

Form 1347, Junior High Lau ESL Class Student Summary . This
form will be completed as a summary for each junior high school.

111. Special Education

Special education NES/LES students will be counted on other
forms and not on those described in this letter.

IV. Suggestions for Procedures

I. It may help to assign the completion of all secondary forms to
to one person since each form is a school summary, not a class
summary. If others help in the data collection the coordinator
should have the responsibility for explaining the forms,
collecting the completed forms, using the checklist given for
quality control, presenting the set of forms for your review and
signature on the checklist, and returning the forms to our
office by June 6 .

2. It may be desirable to design a worksheet for collecting some of
the information, or to use one of the forms for that purpose.
Please keep a file copy of each final form submitted.

3. The number of secondary school forms enclosed with this letter
should suffice, since each is a school summary. In rare
instances where a second page is needed (to list more
teachers), duplicate extras from the blank form.
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IV. Questions?

Questions about the Lau Summary forms not answered in the
materials in hand may be directed by the principal or forms
coordinator to:

Ed Negrete, Advisor -- 625-6867

Dick Reed, Advisor -- 625-6207

Reminder: Forms are to be accurately completed and returned to the
Research and Evaluation Branch by June 6 , 1980. Thank you
for your cooperation.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent
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Memorandum No. 31
May 9, 1980
DUE DATE June 6, 1980

SUBJECT: REQUIRED INFORMATION FROM SECONDARY SCHOOLS FOR
DISTRICT LAU YEAR-END REPORT

I PURPOSE

The District Lau Plan requires that the district provide a year-end report
to the Office for Civil Rights. The accompanying Summary forms will pro-
vide some of the information for this report.

II BACKGROUND

"Student test scores, profile data, and the status of program implementation
and progress will be gathered centrally, summarized, analyzed, and reported
by Research and Evaluation staff at midyear and again at year-end. Results
will be shared with program administrators and operators, and disseminated
to all other interested individuals." (LAUSD Lau Plan, p. 192)

Ill PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED

The School Summary is designed to provide numerical descriptions of the Lau
program. This year the summary is comprised of three of the following four
forms for each school:

SECONDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIONAL
PROGRAM (Form 1344)

SECONDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY (Form 1345)
SENIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1346)
JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1347)

To avoid confusion in filling out these forms, the reader should keep in
mind the distinction among three separate terms of the Lau program.
These terms and their definitions are:

Bilingual program or bilingual/bicultural program. This refers
to students who are in a program where they receive communica-
tion skills in their primary language. This program is iden-
tified in Section IV of the Secondary Lau Student Profile form.

ESL Program. This is the total ESL program described in Section
VI of the Secondary Lau Student Profile Form, as opposed to ESL
classes, which are offered in both the ESL and bilingual pro-
grams. Students are in this program if they no longer receive
instruction in primary language communication :kills.

ESL Classes. This refers to classes called ESL that are offered
at each level of both the bilingual and ESL programs.

r ,

4- . ,..,
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Following are some statements which will help you fill out these forms.
The statement numbers correspond to item numbers on the forms.

SECONDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIONAL
PROGRAM (Form 1344)

I. Number of identified NES/LES students. Record the school's most
recent information based on BINL results.

2. Student results on the Test of Prerequisite Skills (CTBS Espa-riol,
Level C). This is for junior high students only. List the total
number passing and the total number not passing. This corresponds
to Section IIC on the Secondary Lau Student Profile Form.

3. Parent-student consultations. List the total number of students
whose parents were consulted. See Section III of the Student
Profile Form.

203

4. Number of NES/LES students by program. Give the total number of
students in each program: bilingual program, ESL program, and BILP.
See Sections IV and VI of the Student Profile Form.

5. Junior high Lau bilingual program classes. Of those classes listed,
give the number of periods offered as part of the bilingual program.
ESL is not listed since that information will be requested on another
form. See Section IV, Student Profile Form.

6. Junior and senior high Lau ESL program classes. Of those classes
listed, give the number of periods offered as part of the ESL
program. See Section VI of the Student Profile Form.

Note: If one of these classes listed mathematics, orientation and
guidance, introduction to U.S. history, and geographyis used for both
bilingual program and ESL program students, count that class as being
offered in both questions 6 and 7. What we are looking for is the fact
that such acrass is offered. Since we will not odd the periods reported
in 6 and 7, there will be no duplicated count.

7. Number of students meeting transition criteria. This will include all
students who have already or will have met the transition require-
ments by June 13. This means that students who will have success-
fully completed the ESL Advanced B or Level IV course by the end of
the spring semester should be counted in your transition number.

8. Number of NES/LES students in your school who live in the attendance
area of another school. List the number of NESTLES students in each
of the programs shown. Some schools may have NES/LES students in
more than one program, such as a paired school that also receives
PWT students. If all your NES/LES students come from your own
attendance area, you may leave the spaces blank.

9. Number of aide and tutor periods per week for ESL classes. This re-
fers to aides and tutors for those classes called ESL classes. An
aide would be anyone who is paid to assist in the ESL class. A
tutor would be a volunteer, either adult or student; however, count
students as tutors only if they are assigned to that period as
tutors.
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SECONDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY (Form 1345)

Enter the names of all teachers who are teaching at least one ESL class.
If you fill out just one page, place a "I" after Page Number . If you have
more than 16 teachers, place a "I" on the first page, a "2" on the second
page, and so on.

209

Complete the three columns for each teacher as instructed in the column
headings. Reminder: the number of ESL periods taught is requested in
periods per week, not per day.

SENIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1346)
JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY (Form 1347)

The only difference between these forms is in naming the levels of ESL
classes. In senior high they are Level 1-4. In junior high they are
Beginning, Intermediate, Advanced A, and Advanced B.

In the column marked "Language Name," name all languages represented by
students in your ESL classes. In the column marked "Language Code," enter
the two-digit number that represents that language according to the
following tob!e:

LANGUAGE CODE NUMBERS

TLANGUAGE
Afghan
Afrtk:13ns
Al ham In

AMERICAN IN014N
LANGUAGES
Apacha
Cherokee
Choctaw
Crew
Crow
Hops
f4lwao
Ocher American

Inchart
Amharic
Arabs
Arrnernan
AtINtivn
8.1:oud
donrah
Berber
bulgari sn
Ovrmete
Ceylonese,

CHINESE
LANGUAGES
Can tonue
hol3nclann
Tot:han4s
Other Chinese
Creole
Cro:tr m
Cz"
Dane'..h
Durzh
Estuman

Finnish
Flourish
French
Goruf.,
Gorman
Creek
(11,jrnanm
Gota,att

C',
lit ni

Hun ? 1,1

7
coo. J

23

LANGUAGE
lb()

86 01
02 Intlunes4,

It lia1,1/1 43
J.,2ne:e

03 J ivat,el
hm ti=c,..5,le 1?

05 t's me ...I
06

it Kul lish r?

0') Lao SI
07 II an.n3n
08 !: Loth(' Inten

healav
10
02

II
Irr*, ii 12

11 f,1011,j01,an 55
15 Ne0.11)

II Norwegian 5'1
13 Paniatn 59
14 Peman lrtil
16 PHILIPPINE
17 LANGUAGES
18 ilocano
20 P.lichno (Taq,109) 62

Other Phd,ppme 54
t.

55
22 Porn.vjuese 66
25 Floman tan 67
21 Flom -my 87

ft US,1.1,1 SS
27 S.117103.1
24 Serbian 99

29 ll Serho Crolt.31
Sinh3tese

70
71

Siosok 7:
32 Spanish
C3
31 II SINtriush 73
.73 te.ito In 7:
3. T ;nylon PS. 7t.
Lr,

I;
Th.0 /

.37 7 i1

Ton, in 7,1
4,1 Turkl..h
6 1.11r ono in 31

Urdil f.

Vottn ',nese r3
41 V milt, I
12 E.

41 Other Ng I
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In the four columns under "Number of Students", enter the number of students
in each of the four levels of ESL classes for each of the languages listed 210
under Language Name.

Please return the completed summary forms by June 6, 1980 to:

Bilingual Evaluation Unit
Research and Evaluation Branch

Administrative Offices
Room G-265

This request for information has been approved by the Office of the Deputy
Superintendent.

For assistance, please call Dr. Dick Reed, Advisor, (625-6207) , or Mr. Ed
Negrete, Advisor (625-6867) , Research and evaluation Branch.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit
211

DUE DATE: June 6, 1980

SECONDARY SCHOOL SUMMARY FOR LAU INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM

,Please enter the counts requested below in total numbers for the
school. Refer to the accompanying Memorandum 31 for instructions.
Thank you.

School Name Location Code

Area
Mb.

1. Number f BINL-identified NES/LES students / / / /

2. Student results on the Test of Prerequisite Skills
(CTBS Espanol, Level C) - Junior High only

Number passing CTBS Espariol, Level C

Number not passing CTBS Espahol, Level C

3. Parent-student consultations

Number of students whose parents were informed of
bilingual Program placement

Number of students whose parents withdrew them
from the bilingual program

Number of students whose parents were consulted
on their individual learning plan

4. Number of identified NES/LES students by program:

Bilingual/bicultural program (junior high only)

Lau English as a Second Language (ESL) program

Bilingual Individual Learning Program (BILP)

4-30

/ / /

Form 1344



School Name Location Code

5. Junior high Lau bilingual program classes (other
than ESL) offered for NES/LES students based on
the master schedule

Area

NU ER OF PERIODS

212

Bilingual Program Class is
offered

ESL
Teacher
assi

Bilingual;
Teacher
assigned

Bilingual
Aide

assigned

Bilingual.

Tutor
assigned

Classes offered

Primary Language
Communication Skills

Mathematics

Orientation & Guidance

Intro to U.S. History
and_O?ography

? /

2/
V

6. Junior and senior high Lau ESL program classes (other
than bilingual program) offered for NES/LES students,
based on the master schedule

NUNBER CF PERIODS

ESL Program Classes
Class IS
offered

ESL
Teacher
assigned

Bilingual
Teacher
assigned

Bilingual
Aide

assigned

Bilingual
Tutor

assignedoffered

Intro. to English
Reading

Intermediate Reading

Reading Skills

Mathematics

Orientation & Guidance

Intro to U.S. History
and GeograPhY All

0'4

7. Number of students meeting transition criteria:

a. from bilingual program or ILP to ESL program

b. from ESL program to regular program

4-80 2 Form 1344



School Name Location Code
213

Area

8. Number of NES/LES students who live in the attendance
area of another secondary school, and who are
participating in the following:

Educational options school (except alternative) / / / /

Permit with Transportation (PENT) / / / /

Magnet or alternative /-77777

Pair or cluster, r / / /

Midsite

Other: / / / /

9. Number of aide and tutor periods per week for
ESL classes

Number of aide periods per week for ESL classes

Number of tutor periods per week for ESL, classes

4-80 3 Form 1344



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

School Name

DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

Location Code Area

4.)

4

SECONDARY LAU ESL CLASS TEACHER SUMMARY

214

Please fill in all of the following information about teachers who are
teaching one or more ESL classes.

Page Number

1.

2

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

6.

4-80

Teacher Name

.00)
I4141..,.., .4 -g,

u)0 0 ..q.,,,,
ctsi--, 0 --, '.1 47 a

, 4 0 .... 464 *"..sc
ql

ez) 0
0

0 .'cr kI V 1
-,-, ..
0 . . 4 0 0 0

.171 4^1 . e) .. C) "S Av ' V
g.4:71 61 C')

g. 'q. '-:- "I C'

41 -y 'LI "" 4' .cli

Form 1345



School Name

DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

Location Code Area

SENIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY

215

Give the total number of students in ESL classes by language and level.

Language Language
Code Name

NUMBER OF STUDENTS

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4

et
4-80 4, Form 114E



DUE DATE: JUNE 6, 1980

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

School Name

216

Location Code Area

JUNIOR HIGH LAU ESL CLASS STUDENT SUMMARY

Give the total number of students in ESL classes by language and level.-

Language Language
Code Name

NUMBER OF STUDENTS

Beginning Intermediate Advanced A Advanced B

4-80 Form 1347
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Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FORMS

217

To the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
wake sure all forms are completed accurately.

Items to be checked off:

I. School name, location code, and area number on each form.

2. Number of PIES /LES students based on most recent BINL results.

3. All boxes requiring numbers filled.

4. Include all teachers on form #1345.

5. Language code language name for form 111347.

6. Principal's signature/name of contact person
on checklist form #1361.

Please check off each item listed below and return this checklist with all
completed forms. Check the forms being returned in the spaces provided.

1 Secondary school Summary-Lau Instructional Program-111344.

1 Secondary Lau ESL Teacher Summary-111345.

1 Junior high Lau ESL Class Student Summary-111347.

1 Junior high school Lau Summary Checklist-#1361.

Name of person to be contacted if additional information is needed:

School Name School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Secondary Summary Forms and all
of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we have
provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return thi-, Checklist with all forms to:

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

ROOM G-265

5/80 Form 1361



LOS ANGELES Uh1FIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL LAU SUMMARY FORMS

218

To facilitate the processing of your school summary forms use this checklist to
make sure all forms are completed accurately.

'Items to be checked off:

I. School name, location code, and area number on each form.

2. Number of NES/LES students based on most recent BINL results.

3. All boxes requiring numbers filled.

4. Include all teachers on form #1345.

5. Language code for form #1346.

6. Principal's signature/name of contact person on
Checklist Form #1362.

Please check off each item listed below and return this check list with all
completed forms. Check the forms being returned in the spaces provided.

1 Secondary School Summary-Lau Instructional Program-g1344.

1 Secondary Lau ESL Teacher Summary-#1345.

1 Senior High Lau ESL Class Student Summary-#1346.

I Senior Nigh School Lau Summary Checklist #1362.

Name of person to be contacted if additonal information is needed:

School lame School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Secondary Summary Forms and all
of the items listed above. To the best of my knowledge the information we have
provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return this Checklist with all forms to:

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

ROOM G-265

5/80 Form 1362
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH

BILINGUAL EVALUATION UNIT

REFERENCE LIST NO. 26
May 13, 1980
(Effective: May 1980)

SUBJECT: INFORMATION FOR PRINCIPALS ON COMPLETION OF LAU
SUMMARY FORMS FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION STODENTS,
BY JUNE 9

I. Background
11. Lau Summary Forms, Special Educaticn

III. Suggestions for Procedure
IV. Questions?

I. Background

Accountability for comp iance with federal mandates in
bilingual education affects everyone in our district. The
Office for Civil Rights (OCR) recently declared over 200
district schools to noncompliant on a variety of bilingual
issues, and threatened to withhold millions of dollars if the
schools did not quickly conform to Lau requirements.

One of the Lau Plan mandates for our Branch is to prepare
midyear and year-end reports for the Board and OCR on all
aspects of the district Lau program. We rely on school
personnel for ce data in these reports. Last May all schools
received a Lau Summary form to be completed and returned in
June. The return rates were: 92% for elementary, 74% for
junior high, 93% for senior high, and 74% for elementary and
junior high magnet schools. Because the returns were not
complete in every category, another noncompliance issue was
created for the district.

Returns from special education schools were not included
in the percentages last year because full implementation of
Lau for their NES/LES students was scheduled to begin later,
in September 1979. Information from regular schools serving
special education NES/LES youngsters was included in the
returns last year, as it will be this year. OCR requires
annual data on Lau activities from all schools. We need your
help to achieve the listrict goal 77 a complete return for
1979-80.



The Lau Summary forms explained in th is reference list are
based on information in the district Lau Plan describing
services for NES/LES children with special education needs. The
Plan also describes the year-end collection of data and the
corresponding responsibilities of the Research and Evaluation
Branch incaggregating, analyzing, and reporting the results to
the Board and to OCR. All schools will collect information
describing their NES/LES students in special education by
completing the forms described next. Please note this
distinction: students in Leaular classes who are receiving
services sponsored by the Special Division but who are
on their regular teacher's register will be counted by that
teacher on other forms (elementary forms 1348 and 1349;
secondary forms 1344, 1345, 1346, and 1347) , and not on the two
forms described below. The two forms described next are to be
used only in self-contained special education day classes,
whether in the regular schools or in the special education
schools.

II. Lau Summary Forms, Special Education

There are two special education forms, each with its own
instructions, to be completed for each school:

Form 1351, Summary of Special Education Students in Lou
Programs Identified as NES/LES-by Parent Interview . This
form will be completed as class summary of NES/LES special
education students by each register-carrying special
education teacher of a self-contained day class. (Similar
children, if any, in regular classes will be counted as
part of their register-carrying teacher's class.) These
children's handicaps are such that using the BINL to
identify their language proficiency was not practicable, and
parent interviews were used instead.

The NES/LES students to be counted on Form 1351 are
TMR, autistic, aphasic/SLH, hearing impaired/deaf, MH, and
DCH.

Categories of teachers and of student handicaps are
specified in the directions. (See accompanying Memo. 32.)

Form 1352, Summary of Special Education Students in Lou
Programs Identified as NES/LES by the Bli*IL . This form
will be completed as a cimss summary of NES/LES special
education students by cich register-carrying special
education teacher of a self-contained day class . (Similar
children, if any, in regular classes will be counted as part
of their register-carrying teacher's class.)

The NES/LES students to be counted on Form 1352 are:
EH, EMR, OH/OHI, visually handicapped/blind, and pregnant
minors.

2

F. ,
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Categories of teachers and of student handicaps are
specified in the directions. (See accompanying Memo. 33.)

III. Suggestion for Procedure

I. It may help to assign one person to coordinate the process.
This person would explain and distribute the forms to
teachers; collect the completed forms; use the checklist
provided for quality control; present the set for your
review and signature on the checklist; and return the forms
to our office ,,by June 9 .

2. Note that the Lau Summary forms are designed to be completed
by each teacher designated in the instructions. The forms
are class summaries, not school summaries. Research and
Evaltca will do the tallying necessary to produce school
summaries.

3. It may help to design a worksheet for collecting the
information, or use a copy of the form as a work copy.
Please keep a file copy of each final form submitted.

4. The number of forms enclosed was an estimate of need based
on information gathered earlier in the school year and may
have changed by now. If more forms are needed, please
duplicate the extras needed. Kindly return any unused forms
to our office as soon as pos.sibit:.

IV. Questions?

Questions about the special education Lau Summary forms not
answered in the materials
principal or coordinator to:

in hand may be directed by the

Elementary

Nancy Cott, Evaluator -- 625-6868

Miyeko Heishi, Advisor -- 625-6868

Secondary

Ed Negrete, Advisor -- 625-6867

Dick Reed, Advisor -- 625-6207

Reminder :
Forms are to be accurately completed and returned to the

Research and Evaluation Branch by June 9 , 1980. Thank
you fo;.,your cooperation.

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Principals

3
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Brcnch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

MEMORANDUM NO. 32
May 14, 1980

222

DUE DATE: June 9, 1980
Research and Evaluation,
G-265

SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUMMARY OF SPECIAL
EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED 15
NES/LES BY PARENT INTERVIEW, FORM 1351

Reminder for regular schools : This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teacher of a self-contained day
class. Students listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving
special education services are to be reported on other forms, not on this
form.

The special education summary is designed to provide numerical
descriptions of the Special Education Lau program in regular schools and
special education schools . Items in this memorandum correspon0i7TE-te
items in Form 1351.

Boxes are provided for each numerical response, one digit per box.
Use leading zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example: 5 would
appear as /0/5/ .

NES/LES student information requested on this form refers only to
special education students in special day classes identified by parent
interview.

A. Special Education Handicap Categoia--enter the code number that
describes the haTla7747.:7&itegory for the majority of special education
NES/LES students in this class. If more than one handicap category is
represented, enter the code for the majority and name the other
handicap(s) under "Other."

B. NES /LES Student Information - -this information is to be reported in
the following manner:

Item I--enter the number of special education students in this class
identified as NES/LES by parent interview.

Item 2--enter the number of special education NES/LES :.tudents in
this class by primary language. See Language Code
Table on the following page for a full listing of languages
and codes.

Continued



Research and Evaluation Branch
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-2- MEMORANDUM NO. 32
May 14, 1980

LANGUAGE CODE TABLE

LA. GUAGE LANGUAGE GOOF

Atgl'an 23 1 I bo 34A'rikaans EG Ic el tnchc
Albanian 07 Indonesian 46AMERICAN INDIAN

11

II Italian 43LANGUAGES
1; Japanese 45Apai.he 03 '1 Javanese 47Cherokee 04 Khmer ICertbod,c, 19Choctaw 05 Korean 49

Cree 1

uCGK rdish 50Crow 09 ;; Lao SIHoc. 07 i; 1 atvo.n 52Navajo 08 Lithw.nian 53Other American 1, Malay 54Indian 10 91Amharic 92 Metenevan 12Arabic 11
11

mongolian
Armenian 15 it Nenah 57Assyrian
8asou

9133 58
59Bengali 14 Porsizn ( Fem.) 61Berber 16 PHILIPPINE

Bulgarian 17 LANGUAGES
Burmese 13 3 llocano 89Ceylonese 20 d Pa.pino ( ragelo51 62CHIA ESE 11 Other Philippine 64LANGUAGES 3 Fo'tsh 65Cantonese 22 Porlugunse 66Mandarin 25

R°in7:nnyan
67Toishanse 71 ir E7Other Chinere 26 Rut >,,,n

Creole
Cr oat tan

27
24 !I

Sar.oan
0Czech 23

.1
;erne Croatian 70Dan,sh 29 Sinr a:ese 71Gulch 30 li Slea4 72Estonian 12 rich 60F wan 85 11 Sv.ah .4 75inrush 31 73Flo-Slits 33 Tab.( en 74French

it
T alwa res., 7GGonda 36 I 77

German 37 rtrntan 78
Greek
Guamanian

33
48

Tong an 79
Turi ash 30

GUO 63 U Cl
Creo'e Urdu

an 40 .ietnemesio 63t'etrev. 41 Yaruta
42 v11,1.111

Hung-man _I_ 44 Other 1,42: Listrd 119i

Item 3--enter the number of parents of special education NES/LES
students in this class participating in a parent education
program.

This request for information has been approved by the Office of
the Deputy Superintendent .

APPROVED: HARRY HANDLER, Deputy Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All school s

4, I
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Bilingual Evaluation Unit
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DUE DATE: June 9, 1980

SUMMARY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS
IDENTIFIED AS NES/LES BY PARENT INTERVIEW

Complete this form for each special education day class for Lau
students identified as NES/LES by parent interview. This form
applies to regular schools and special education schools. Refer
to accompanying Memorandum No. 32 for instructions.

Reminder for regular schools: This form is to'be completed by each
register-carrying special education teacher of a self-contained day
class. Students listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving
special education services are to be reported on u;i er forms, not on
this form.

School Name Location Code / / / / /

Name of register-carrying special education day class teacher:

Employee Number / / / /

A. Special Education handicap category
(record code in box):

for this class

Code Handicap Category Code Handicap Category

I TMR 5 MH
2 Autistic 6 DCH
3 Aphasic/SLH 7 Other (specify)
4 Hear ing impaired/deaf

B. NES/LES student information

I. Number of students in this class
as NES/LES by parent interview:

or progrcm identified

Language Background

A. Only primary language spoken

B. Primary language spoken with
some English

C. Primary language and English
used interchangeably

Number

/ / /

Form 1351



Teacher Name School Location Code / / I / I

2. Number of identified NES/LES students in this class 225by primary language (for other primary languages,
see accompanying Memorandum No. 32):

Code Language Number

15 Armenian / / /

22 Cantonese / / /

45 Japanese / / /

49 Korean / / /

60 Spanish / / /

62 Pilipino (Tagalog) / / /

Other (specify) / / /

Other !specify) / / /

Other (specify) / / /

3. Number of parents of NES/LES students in this class
participating in a parent education program: / / /

C. Evaluative comments or concerns

Thank you for your help.

5/ 80 -2-

i ) ,
4-, _j*

Form 1351
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MEMORANDUM NO. 33
May 14, 1980

DUE DATE: June 9, 1980
Research and Evaluation,
G-265

SUBJECT: INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUMMARY OF SPECIAL
EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED AS
NE57E:ES BY THE BINL, FORM 1352

Reminder for regular schools: This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teacher of a self-contained day
class. Students listed on a regular teacher's register and receiving
special education services are' to be reported on other forms, not on this
form.

The special education summary is designed to provide numerical
descriptions of the Special Education Lau program in regular schools and
speck! education schools . Items in this memorandum correspond to the
items in Form 1352.

Boxes are provided for each numerical response, one digit per box.
Use leading zeros for numerals less than two digits. Example: S would
appear as /0/5/ .

NES/LES student information requested on this form refers only to
special educntion students identified by the BINL. Do not include special
education students in special day classes whose language classification has
not been verified by the BINL.

A. Special Education Handicap Categoryenter the code number that
describes the handicap category for special education NES/LES students
in this class. if more than one handicap is represented, enter the
code for the majority and name the other handicap(s) under "Other."

B. rIES/LES Student Informationthis information is to be reported in
in the following manner:

Item I--enter the number of BINE_ identified special education
students by primary language in this class. See Language
Code Table on the following page for full listing of
languages and codes.



Research and Evaluation Branch

A'"an 23
R 86

02
AMER/CAN INDIAN

LANGUAGES
03

CSerokea 04
octa 05

Cre 06
Crow 09
POD, 07

oa
00-er American

10
92

Ara -,c 11
Gimeriiihn 15
Assyrian 93
Bar.<1. 13
ear gate 14
Eerr:er 16

17
E 18
CevIcrese 20

LANGUAGE

CHINESE
LANGUAGES
Cantonese
Mandarin
Tonhanese
Oche' Chinese
Creot
Croatian
Czech
Danish
Dutch
Estonian
F span
Finnish
Flemish
French
Ganda
Gorman
Greek
Gamenian
Gujarati
Haitian Creole
Hawaiian
He5r...
Hindi
Hungarian

227
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May 14, 1980

CODE TABLE

72
25
21
76
27
74
28
29
30
32
88
31
33
35
36
37
38
48
63
33
40,
41
47
44

Ibo
Icelandic
Indonesian
Italian
Japanese
Javanese
Khmer (Cambodia
Korean
Kurdish
Lao
Latvian
Lithuanian
Malay
Maltese
Melanesian
Mongolian
Nepali
pNorwegiana n

j Persian (Farti)
PHILIPPINE

LANGUAGES
llocano
Pilipino (Tagalog)
Other Philippine

34;
01

43;
45!
471
19 f
49'
50 {
51
521
53 !
54
91
121
56
57 I
sal
59
61

89
52:
64d

Polish
Pat tuguirse
Romanian
Romany
Russ an
Samcan
Serman
Serbo Croatian
Sin&ese
Slovak
Spanish

Swito.sh
7/hit an
Taiwanese
Thai
Tioean
Tongan
TY! Kith
Ukrainian
Urdu
Vietnamese
Yaruta

iddish
Other Nct Listed

G5
66
67
e7
55
69
90
70
71
72
60
75
73
74
76
77
78
79
80
81
32
83
85
84
99

Item 2, secondary only--erter the number of special education
NES/LES students in each ESL level. ESL achievement levels
are based on the District English-as-aSecondLanguage
described in the Secondary Program Section, p.I01 of the
District Lau Plan.

Item 3, elementary only--enter the number of spetial
education NES/LES students in this class who have
met the Lau criteria for beginning English reading for the
appropriate curriculum model listed below.

Criteria for Beginning English Reading Lau Plan, pate

I. Roman Alphabet Languages: passed
Moreno Test with (4% mastery, and
achieved basic reading comprehension
in primary language

2. Other Than Roman Al habet Languages:
comp ete eve of 100+ as measured by
Moreno Test and completed English reading
readiness skills

OR

reads in primary language and is competent
in English reading readiness skills

i''.. Individoal Learning Plan: completed
Level I of H200+ as measured by Moreno Test
and potsesses reading skills for English reading

a

79

80

81

82
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Item 4, elementary only--enter the number of special
education NES/LES- students in this class who met all four
transition criteria to an English-only program of
instruction during the 1979-80 school year.

Transition Criteria Lau Plan, page(s)

I. Recommended by teacher 55-56

2. Identified as FES on BINL 56

3. Scored at or above the 16th percentile 57

on c standardized test of reading and
mat,.

4. Recommended by local administrator after 57

consultation with staff and parent

Item 5, secondary °ELenter the number of special education NES/
LES students in this class who have completed during the
1979-80 school year or will complete b- the end of this
semester ESL advanced B or Level It ski,,s as merh.ured by
district ESL criterion-referenced tests.

C. Class! cam Information- -this information is to be reported in the
followin.-i manner:

Item I--enter the number of special educ-tion NES/LES students in
this class by the educational program.

Item 2, regular schools only--enter the number of special
education NES/LES students in ;his class by program
placement. Note: A bilingual program is n system of
instruction which uses two languages, , one of which is
English, as a means of instruction.

Item 3--enter the code(s) that best describes the personnel
providing primary language instruction for the spec.al
education NES/LES students in this class.

Item 4--enter the number of averse daily hours that a bilingual
aide is assic'ned to special education NES/LEc students in
the class. Do not use fractions.

APPRCNED:

This request for information has been a..roved by the Office of
the Deputy uperinten ent.

HARRY HANDLER,Deputy Superintendent

DI5TRITJTION: All school s

z,
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DUE r %TE: June 9, 1980

SUMMARY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS IN LAU PROGRAMS
IDENTIFIED AS NES/LES BY THE BINL

Complete this form for each special education day class implementing
, a Bilingual Individualized Education Program (BIEP) for NES/LES

students. This form applies to regular schools and special education
schools. Refer to accompanying Memorandum No. 33 for instructions.

Reminder for regular schools: This form is to be completed by each
register-carrying special education teact er of a self-contained day clas .
Students listed on a re ular teacher's register and receiving special
education services are to ?. reported on other forms, not on this form.

School Name Location Code

Name of register-carrying special education day class teacher:

Employee Number / /

/ / / / /

\

A. Special Education handicap category for this class
(record code 1.1 box):

Code Handicap Category Code Handicap Category

I _EH 5 Pregnant Minors
2 EMR (McAlister and Riley
3 OH/OHI schools only)
4 Visually havlicapped/blind 6 Other (Specify)

B. NES/LES student information

1. Number of BINL-identified NES/LES students in this class by primary
language (for other primary languages, see accompanying Memorandum
No. 33):

it

Code Language Code Language

17 Armenian / / / 49 Korean / / /

22 Cantonese / / / 60 Spanish / / /

45 Japanese / / / 62 Pilipino / / /
(Tagalog)

Other (specify) / / /

Other (specify) / / /

4 ,

4 . ..,/
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Teacher Name School Location Code / / /

2. Elementary only: Number of NES/LES students in

/

230this class who have met the Lau criteria for
beginning English reading:

3. Elementary only: Number of NES/LES students in
this class who have met the transition criteria
to an English-only program of instruction during
the 1979-80 school year: / I /

4. Secondary only: Number of special education
NES/LES students in this class by ESL levels:

Beginning (Level 1)
1 / /

intermediate (Level II) / I. /

Advanced A (Level III) / /

Advanced B (Level IV) I /
5. Secondary only: Number of NES/LES students in

this class who have completed ESL Advanced B of
Level IV skills as measured by district ESL course
criterion-referenced tests:

C. Classroom information

I. Number of special education NE.S/LES students by
educational program:

Description

IEP that includes ESL / / /
IEP based on bilingJal program / / /

2. Regular schools only: Number of special education
NE/LES students by prograrr placement:

Description

Students are participating in bilingual
and ESL program in special day class

Students are participating in bilingual
and ESL program in regular school location

Students are participating in ESL program
in regular school location

Students are participating in bilingual program
in regular school location

-2-
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Teacher Name School Location Code / / / / /

3. The Special education NES/LES students are receiving
primary language instruction from the following personnel
(record code in box for each that applies):

Code Description

1

2

3

Special education teacher with
district A fluency level

Special education teacher with
district B fluency level with
bilingual aide

Special education monolingual
English specking teacher with
bilingual aide

4 Itinerant bilingual aide in
special education school

5 Bilingual lab aide in special
education school

6 Primary language teacher in
regular school location

7 Other (explain)

3. Number of average daily hours that a bilingual aide is
assigned to these students (use nearest whole hour; no
fractions):

D. Evaluative - omments or concerns:

231

Thank you for your help.

5/80 -3- Form 1352co,,



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Research and Evaluation Branch

Bilingual Evaluation Unit

CHECKLIST FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION LAU SUMMARY FORMS

232

To facilitate the processing of your Lau Summary Forms (Forms 1351 and 1352)
use this checklist to make sure all forms are completed accurately.

Items to be checked:

1. School name, location code, name of person completing the form,
and employee number.

2. Ali boxes requiring numbers filled.

3. Form 1352 only: Section B; items 4 and 5 completing the form,
secondary schools only; items 2 and 3, elementary schools only.

4. Name of contact person and principal's signature on checklist.

Please check each item below and return this checklist with all completed forms.
Check the forms beino returned in the spaces provided.

1 Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs
Identified as NES/LES by the BINL (Form No. 1352).

I Summary of Special Education Students in Lau Programs
Identified as NES/LES by Parent Interview (Form No. 1351).

1 Checklist for Special Education Lau Summary Forms 1363.

Name of person to be contacted if additional information is needed:

School Name School phone

I have reviewed the information required for the Summary of Special Education
Students in Lau Progras (Forms No. 1351 and 1352) and all of the items listed
above. To the best of my knowledge the information we provided is accurate.

Principal's signature

Return this Checklist with all forms to:,

RESEARCH AND EVALUATION BRANCH
BiLmwAL EVALUATION UNIT

ROOM G-265

5/80 Form 1363
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ENGLISH

Date School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

Teacher

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each

student. This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for

all students.

Your cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the

following questions and haVe your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you

for your help.

Name of student:
Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language did your son or daughter learn when he or she first began to talk?

2. What language does your son or daughter most frequently use at home?

3. What language do you use most frequently to speak to your on or daughter?

State of California
Cerartrcnt of Education
OPER - LS 77

Signature of parent or guardian

.1.
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COS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

MEMORANDUM NO. 1

September 6, 1979

,,S2JECT: ENROLLMENT PROCEDURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAU PLAN FOR
1979 -20 -- ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

I. Purpose
II. Background

III. Procedures

I. Purpose

The District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the
identification and assessment of national origin minority pupils
(Lau Pepi s) into the regular enrollment process. Information
and sample forms to facilitate this process are included with
this marlorandum.

II. B::q:oround

This District Lau Plan and state legislation AB 1329 require that
each scnool:

1. Identify all national origin minority students from homes
where a language other than English is spoken

2. Assess the English language proficiency and other educational
needs of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive
procedures

3. Place the student in an educational program :.high will meet the
assessed needs of the identified students

4. Inform all parents of the programs designed for students of non
and limited-English speaking ability

5. Inform parents of each identified non or limited - English speaking
istudent of the placement of their child into a bilingual program

and their right to withdraw their child from the bilingual program
of instruction.

III. Procedures

The folloding are reminders of procedures described in the District Lau
Plan that are to be in effect during the 1979-80 school year;

4 4 ..
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A. Ho7e. Lanouace Survey

The Home Language Survey will De incorporated into the enroll-

nent procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be co:i-

pleted by the parent/guardian and placed into the students cumu-

lative record. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 lan-

guages cost frequently spoken in the District. If additional

copies are needed, they may be reproduced at the school or you

nay request additional copies from the Bilingual-ESL Services

Branch on the form provided.

B. Administration of the English Language Proficiency Test fqINL)

Any student identified with the Nome Language Survey as coming

from a home where a language other than English is spoken must
be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Natural Language. A

student is considered as coming from a home where a language

other than English is spoken when a language other than English

is identified in response to any of the three questions asked

on the Home Language Survey.

A detailed review of the BINL process will be fortioming from

the Research and Evaluation Branch.

The BUIL must be administered by a certificated teacher who has

received the necessary training. The assessment must take place

within the first thirty days of school and prier to final place-

rent of the pupil.

Additional BINL forms may be requested frc-1 the Bilingual-ESL

Services Branch on the form provided.

C. Par-nnt Brochures

In response to the requirement that all parents in the District

be informed of programs provided for nen- and limited-English

sneakers as well as the opportunity for fluent English speakers

to participate in these bilingual programs, a brochure has been

developed and is now available in English, Spanish, Cantonese,

Korean, Japanese, Pilipino and Samoan. You will receive bro-

chures in English and Spanish under separate cover. Needed

copies of the brochtire in the other available languages may be

requested from the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the form

provided.

The brochures for parents are to be sent home with all students

within the first two weeks of school and hereafter included in

the enrollment process.

D. Pe.-ent Notification of Enrollment in a Bilinnnal Program of

In7.trGction

O'ice identified through the BINL, non- and limited-English speaking
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students are to be placed into a bilingual program of instruc-
tion consistent with the District Lau Plan and AB 1329 regu-
lations within two weeks of being so identified. Parents/
guardians of these pupils are to receive an orientation ses-
sion at which time they will be notified of the enrollment of
their child into a bilingual program. The content of this orien-
tation session can be found on p. 175 of the Lau Plan.

The enclosed Notification of Enrollment form is to be given to
the parents/guardians of the non- and limited-English speaking
pupils at the orientation session. In the event that parents/

guardians are riot able to attend this meeting, the Notification
of Enrollment form should be sent to them by U.S. mail.

Notification of Enrollment forms are available in En71ish, Spanish,
Cantonese,Korean, Japanese, Pilipino and Samoan. Copies of the
appropriate forms for your school are included with this packet.
Schools are asked to reproduce needed copies at the local school.
Additional languages may be requested on the form provided.

E. Sample Parent Consent Form for Fluent-English Speaking Participaits

A3 1329 requires that approximately ona-third of the bilingual class-
room be composed of fluent-English-speaking pupils not requiring
biling.21 instruction. A fluent-English-speaking pupil for this
purpose is:

1. A student who comes from a home inhere only English is spoken,

or

2. A student who comes frcm a home where a language other than
English is spoken and has been identified on the BINL as
FES (Functional English Speakirg) or PCS (Proficient English

Speaking)

These pupils may, with parent approval, participate the bilingual

instructional program. It is suggested that these parents also be

invited to the orientation session.

Parents of fluent-English-speaking pupils rust sign a consent form
indicating their willingness to have their children participate in
a bilingual program of instruction. A suggested form for this pur-

pose is enclosed. This form may be changed to reflect the situation

at the local school. This form is available in lInglish, Spanish,
Cantonese, Korean, Japanese, and Pilipino. Forms in languages other
than the ones you have received maybe requested on the form provided.

Fluent-English-speaking pupils may be assigned to a classroom where
bilingual instruction is occuring, but they need not participate in
the bilingual program of instruction. Reasonable efforts should
be made net to assign to bilingual clas,,rooms pupils who will not
be participating in bilingual programs of instruction. A parent
consent form is not required in this situation.
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F. Program Placement Procedures

Once identified, TIES/LES students are to be clustered for instruc-
tion on th- basis of language and grade level or combination grade
levels. They are to be provided the bilingual instructional model
of highest priority possible consistent with bilingual teacher/aide
resources available in the school. Organizational models are priori-
tized on pp. 74 to 76 of the Lau Plan.

Within two weeks of assignment to a bilingual program, NES/LES
students will be assessed for curricular placement in those areas
listed on p. 48 of the Lau Plan.

BP;. forms for primary language assessrent ray be requested from
the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the form provided.

G. Individual Learn:.g Program

NES/LES students are to be provided an Individual Learning Plan if:-

1 Limitation of bilingual resources precludes the offering of
a model of higher priority; or

2. The parent/guardian of the identified pupil has withdrawn
the child from the bilingual program.

Ti:e parent must be consulted in the deelop-ent of the individual
Learning Plan. The Individual Learning Plan developed for each
pupil rust be kept on file at the school.

;:S/LES students in an Individual Learning Program will be assessed
for placement in those areas listed on p. 49 of the Lau Plan.

In su 73ry, included in this packet are:

1) Sarple copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen
languages most frequently spoken in the district. More copies
ray be requested by returning the enclosed fora.

2) Copies of the official Notification of Enrollment in a Bilingual
- Program of Instruction are included. Schools to make additional

copies as needed.

3) Sar:ple letters for parents of the fluent-English speaking portion
of the bilingual class. These letters may be changed to reflect
the school population and local situation.

4) Request for additional copies of needed forms.

For assistance, please call your Area Bilingual Advisor or the Bilingual-
ESL Sorvice7llranch at 625-6743

APPP'..)VED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

Olc,TII-A710%: Principals of Elementary Schools
Area Offices
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-LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

MEMRANDTI NO. 2

September 6, 1979

SUBJECT: ENROLL ,ENT PROCEDURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAU PLAN FOR

1979-80 JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

I. Purpose

II. '.ground

III. Procuedures

I. Purpose

The District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the

idsn:ification and assessment of national origin minority pupils

(Lau Puoils) into the regular enrollment process. Information

and sample forms to facilitate this process are included with

this memorandum.

II. Bacrround

The District Lau Plan and state legislation AB 1329 require that

each school:

1. Identify all national origin minority students from homes

where a language other than English is spoken

2. Assess the English language proficiency and other educational

needs of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive

procedures

3. Place the student in an educational program which will meet

the assessed needs of the) identified students

a. Inform all parents of the programs 'designed for students of non=

and limited-English speaking ability

5. Inform parents of each identified non or limited-English spe g
student of the placement of their child into a bilingual prr

and their right to withdriw their child from the bilingual pr _.am

of instruction.

III. Procedures

The folio-sing are reminders of procedures described in the District Lau

Plan that are to be in effect during the 1979-20 school year:
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A. Home Language Survez

The Home Language Survey will be incorporhted into the enroll-

ment procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be com-

pleted by the parent/guardian and placed into the student's cumu-

lative recdrd. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 lan-

guages most frequently spoken in the District. If additional

copies are needed, they may be reproduced at the school or you

may request additional copies from the Bilingual-ESL Serv.ices

Branch on the form provided.

B. Administration of the English Language Proficiency Test (BINL)

Any student identified with the Home Language Survey as coming
from a home where a language ether than.English is spoken must
be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Natural Language. A

student is considered as coming from a home where a language

other than English is spoken when a language other than English

is identified in response to any of the three questions awed

on the Home Language Survey.

A detailed review of the BINL process will be forthcoming from

the Research and Evaluation Branch.

The BINL must be administered by a certificated teacher or coun-

selor who has received the necessary training. The assessment

cast take place within the first thirty days of school and prior

to final placement of the oupil.

Additional BINL forms may be requested from the Bilingual -ESL.

Services Branch on the form provided.

C. Assessment and Placement Procedures

All newly-identified NES/LES students shall be further assessed

to determine appropriate program placement. Appropriate program

placement for these students is as follows:

1. Non- and limited-English speakers whose primary language is

Spanish and who are new to this country.

Students in this group will be assessed with the following

tests for placement into the appropriate program consistent

with the Secondary Component of the Lau Plan, pp. 97-109:

a. CTBS Espanol, Level C (Test of Prerequisite Skills)

b. ESL'Placement Test (Currently used with District ESL

Course of Study)

c. Math Skills Placement Test (Determined locally)
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2. Non and limited-English-speakers whose primary language
241

is Spanish and who are newly-enrolled from another District

school or any other school in this country.

If records for these students indicate that they have parti-

cipated in a formal program of reading in English, they will

be assessed for placement into the Lau ESL Program with:

a. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL

Course of Study)

b. Math Skills Placement Test (Determined locally)

If records indicate that the student has not participated in a

formal program of reading in English, the student will be

assessed for placement into the appropriate program consistent

with the Secondary Component of the Lau Plan, pp. 97-109:

a. CTBS Espanol, Level C (Test of Prerequisite Skills)

b. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with District_ESL

Course of Study)

c. Math Skills Placement Test (Determined locally)

3. Non and limited-English speakers whose primary language is

other than Spanish.

Students in this group will be assessed with the following

tests for placement into the Lau ESL Programs with:

a. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL

Course of Study)

b. Math Skills Placement (Determined locally)

D. Test of Prerequisite Skills (Spanish Literacy Test)

The C.T.B.S. Espanol-Level C will be used as the Test of Prerequisite

Skills as indicated above. Please return the enclosed form with the

_ estimated number of tests needed. Further information on the admin-

istration of the Test of Prerequisite Skills will be included with

the test packet.

E. Parent Notification of Enrollment in the Lau Bilingual Program

on and limited-English speakers whose primary language -,s Spanish

who do not have prerequisite literacy skills in Spanish as assessed

with the C.T.B.S. Espanol, Level C, will be placed in the Lau Bilingual

Program consistent with the Lau Plan pp. 103-104.

Parents/guardians of these pupils are to receive an orientation ses-

sion at which time they will be notified of the enrollment of their

child into a bilingual program. The content of this orientation ses-

sion can be found on p. 175 of the Lau Plan.
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The enclosed Notification of Enrollment form (Secondary Schools)
is to be given to the parents/guardians of the non and limited-
English speaking pupils at the orientation session. In the event

that parents/guardians are not able to attend this meeting, the
Notification of Enrollment form should be sent to them by U.S. mail.

Copies of the Parent Notification of Enrollment into the Lau
Bilingual Program arc included in this packet. Schools may re-

produce needed copies locally or may request additional copies
from the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch on the enclosed form.

In summary, included in this packet are:

1) Sa.7ple copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen
languages most frequently spoken in the district. More

copies may be requested by returning the enclosed form.

o 2) Copies of the official Notification of Enrollment in a Bilingual
Program of Instruction (Secondary Schools) are included. Schools

ray duplicate additional copies as needed or request more copies

by returning the enclosed form.

3) Rest for additional copies of needed forms.

For assistance, please call your Area Bilingual Advisor or the Bilingual-

ESL Services Branch at 625-6743

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIDUTION: Principals of Junior High Schools
Area Offices

t) (-4 ,

4..., ,--
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

MEMORANDUM NO. 3

September 6, 1979

SUBJECT: ENROLLMENT PRT:EDURES REQUIRED BY DISTRICT LAU PLAN FOR

19,9 -60 -- SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

I. Purpose
II. Background

III. Procedures

,I. Purpose

The District Lau Plan requires that each school incorporate the

identification and assessment of national origin minority pupils

(Lau Pupils) into the regular enrollment process. Information

a,,cl sample forms to facilitate this process are included with

this memorandum.

II. Background

The District Lau Plan and state legislation AB 132q require that

each school:

1. Identify all national origin minority students from homes

where a language other than English is spoken

2. Assess the English language proficiency and other educational

needs of identified students through diagnostic/prescriptive

procedures

3. Place the student in an educajonal program which will meet the

assessed needs of the identified students.

III. Procedures

The following are reminders of procedures described in the District Lau

Plan that are to be in effect during the 1979-30-school year:

A. Home Language Survey

The Home Language Survey will be incorporated into the enrollment

procedures for each new student. The Survey is to be completed

by the parent/guardian and placed into the students cumulative

record. Enclosed are Home Language Surveys in the 14 languages

most frequently spoken in the District. If additional copies

are needed, they may be reproduced at the school or you may
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request additional copies from the Bilingual-ESL Services

Branch on the form provided.

B. Administration of the English Language Proficiency Test (BOIL)

Any student identified with the Home Language Survey as coming

from a home where a language other than English is spoken must

be assessed with the Basic Inventory of Natural Language. A

student is considered as coming from a home where a language

other than English is spoken when a language othe' than English

is identified in response to any of the three questions asked

on the Home Language Survey.

A detailed review of the BINL process will be forthcoming from

the Research and Evaluation Branch.

The BINL must be administered by a certificated teacher or coun- _

selor who has received the necessary training. The assessment

must take place within the first thirty days of school and prior

to final placement of the student.

Additional BINL forms may be requested from the Bilingual-ESL

Services Branch on the form provided.

C. Assessrent and Placement Procedures

All identified NES/LES students shall be further assessed to

determine appropriate placement in the Lau ESL Program. Instru-

ments to be used for, placement are:

1. ESL Placement Test (Currently used with the District ESL

Course of Study.)

2. I''ath Skills Placement Test (Determined locally; for those

students for whom mathematics is required.)

In sumary, included in this pack,t are:

1) Sample copies of the Home Language Survey in the fourteen

languages most frequently spoken in the district.

2) Forms for requesting:

a. Home Language Surveys

b. BINL forms

For assistance, lease call our Area Bil;n ual Advisor or the Bilingual-

ESL Services Branch at 625-6743

APPOIED: JONI F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Principals of Senior High Schools

Area Offices
r.)

Jt), A.



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

Memorandum No. 4

November 26, 1979

SUBJECT: SUGGESTED PROCESS TO DEVELOP BILINGUAL INUIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN

FOR NES/LES PUPILS AND RESPONSE TO ADDITIONAL SCHOOL PLAN

REQUIREMENTS FOR SCHOOLS RECEIVING EIA-LES/NES FUNDS

I. Purpose
II. Background

III. Procedures to be Followed

I. PURPOSE

In order to assist schools receiving EIA-LES/NES funds,a suggasted

description of the process used to develop required Bilingual

Individual Learning Plans and a format of the BILP have been

developed.

245

II. BACKGROUND

The following background information i taken from the State Department

Memorandum dated August 24, 1979.

School Plan Requirements for Schools Receiving EIA-NES/LES Furds

AB 65 requires that each school receiving EIA funds develop and submit

a plan to the State Department of Education. For schools which receive

EIA-Sri., SIP, and/or Title I funds in addition to EIA-LES/NES monies,

this requirement is met by the development and submission of a three-

year school comprehensive program plan using Option 1, 2, or 3. For

schools which receive only EIA-LES/NES funds but not SCE, SIP, and/or

Title I, the following requirements apply:

Schools with 21 or More LES/NES Students

Schools with 21 or more LES/NES students must have a bilingual

education committee a,id must prepare a school plan. If there

are ten or more LES/NES students of the same primary language

at a grade level, the school must uffer an a,b, or c type

bilingual program and must develop a comprehensive program

plan for the bilingual program classrooms. The plan must

also include a description (see the following paragraph) of

the BILP's for LES/NES students not in bilingual program

classrooms.
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Schools with 21 or more LES/NES students, but with fewer

than 10 LES/NES students of the same primary language

at any grade level, must provide services to LES/NES

students through individual learning programs. In such

instances, each school must develop and submit to the

Department at least the following:

1. School plan common pages: 1, 2 (revised);

3, 4 (revised); 5, 7, 8 (if applicable);

and 9

2. A brief description of the following:

How student needs are to be assessed

as a basis for designing the B1LP

The process for consulting with the
student and his or her parent or
guardian regarding the BILP for the

student

- The format for a BILP

- How student progress will be evaluated

as a basis for measuring effectiveness
of the services provided to the LES/NES

students

Schools with 20 or Fewer LES/NES Students

Schools with 20 or fewer LES/NES students and which are not

required to have_a bilingual education advisory committee

have a choice of formats for describing their program. The

program description may be a district-level description for

several such schools, or a description may be developed by

each school.

In either case, the program description must, at a minimum,

contain:

1. School plan pages: 2 and 4 (revised); 7 and 8

(if applicable); and 9

2. A brief description of the following:

- How student needs are to be assessed as
a basis for designing the BILP

- The process for counseling with the student

and his or her parent or guardian regarding
the BILP for the student

$
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- How student progress. will be evaluated

as a basis for measuring effectiveness
of the services provided to LES/NES
students

El P ?OCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED

Schools receiving only EIA-NES/LES funds but not SCE, SIP, and or Title :

funds must include a description of the BILP process for NES/LES students

not in bilingual program classrooms with the required revised school plan

cages currently being prepared.

The suggested description of the process to develob Bilingual

Individual Learning Plans and a format for the BILP have been enclosed

for your consideration. 7-

Schools electing to use the enclosures should adopt the description

outline to correspond to their BILP development process.

Additional BILP forms may be requested beginning December 14, 1979,

by calling this office at 625-6743.

If there are anv questions, Please call your bilingual area advisor or the

2ilincual-E4 Services Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

1 , ,
Or 1 -, ..



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

Description of the Process Used to Develop
-Bilingual Individual Learning Plans

for NES/LES Students

Form I
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The procedures below describe the BILP development process used when 1-9 HES /LES

students of the same primary language are enrolled at the same or combined grade

levels and bilingual resource personnel is available in the classroom for three

'hours daily.

Assessment and Placement Procedures

Assessment and placement tests for NES/LES students are required

in order to ensure appropriate program design.

In accord with the district Lau Plan and State regulations, the

following are required:

. English Langauge BINL
(Test of English proficiency)

. Primary Language BINL
(Test of primary language proficiency)

Furthermore,individual diagnosis using placement tests described

in the local school plan is required in the following skill areas:

. Oral English as a Second Language

.
English reading (when student has met criteria

for reading in English)

. Math

. Primary language development

. Primary language reading

Procram Description

Based on the results of tests identified above, students are placed

-in programs appropriate to identified needs. Each school has the

responsibility to select the materials which most appropriately

meet students' needs.

Because of ke uniqueness of each school's plan, BILP Form I will

be used in -cord the following program information:

.
Description of program and materials used

.
Reinforcement activities to provide primary language

support; and
. Instructional time daily

This information will be provided for the following areas:

. English-As-A-Second Language

. Primary Oral Language Development

. Primary Language Reading

. English Reading (if applicable)

. Math

. Social Studies including Multicultural Education



Evaluation of Pupil Progress

Pupil progress is evaluated through a variety of means including:

. District mandated standardized testing in English,

reading, and math

.
District developed continua, performance tests, and

profiles; and/or
. Teacher-rade assessments

Consultation With Parents

Parent consultation regarding the development of the BILP may take

place through a variety of means.

. A Parent Orientation Meeting

. Individual Parent Conference

. A one Visit

. A Telephone Conversation
. A receipt of mailed Notification of Enrollment

in Bilingual Program Form

.7-

2=-..7.antaticn of parent consultation is indicated on the BILP Form.

31L? Forar..

249

:::L' For::: 1 provides for documentation of all the information described

t.r.us far includinn:

. Assessent and Placement

. Procram Cescription

. Evaluation of Progress

.
Consultation with Parents

In addition, the Form will include space for recording:

and:

. Type of Bilingual Classroom Staff available

for a minimum of 3 hours per day

Bilingual Classroom
Bilingual Education Aide
Bilingual Teacher's Assistant

. Pupil Information

;:2Te

School
Primary Language
Grade

-5-



LOS ANGCLES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINCHAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

ELEMENTARY BILINGUAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN 1

I. 'BILINGUAL STAff RESOURCE AVAILABLE (Check appropriate box)

)Bilingual Classroom Teacher r- --I Bilingual Education Aide 1 ---Pilingual Teacher Assistant

II. PUPIL lid0ATIO

ScVool Primary Language Grade

III. ASSESSMENT DATA

English BINL Score Date of English BINE Testing Classification: 1--I1101 1-7Lim1rio_

Primary Language BINE Scot-' Date of Primary Language BINE Testing 1 Inou Thrum) FIEUNCE1ONFL i PROFICIENT_
_

Oral ESL Placer Score Date__
Privory Language Reading Test Scni' Date

Math Placomnt Test 'core Mite -... --- .----- - ---
Pr imary Oral language Test Scoie Date

English Boding Placement Test Score Date

(if applicable)

IV. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION (Indicate: 1. Program used, 2. Reinforcement activities to provide prima- ry language support, and 3. Instructional time

daily in each area below)

English as a Second Language English Reading (if 'applicable)

Primary Oral Language Development Math

Primary Language Reading Social Studies Including Multicultural Education

V. IVALUATION Or PUPIL PROGPI!A (e.q. Standardized (est, Pupil Continua, Profile', Pioriclency )

VI. DOCUMENTATION Or CONSULTATION UITN PAirNi

Parent Sicriatore_ BR 1::: !Nome Visit

Sate uf DIEP
t I (11111/1.1 t

' I I

P.)
Lfl
.:)

7] Sign-in form from Parent Orientation Meetings on file
I tint of 1(1101411.w in iii 1 in.Hol Nova, ma ilt

0



LOS ANGELES umirlEo SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

Description of the Process Used to Develop
: Bilingual Individual Learning Plans

for NES/LES Students

Form 2

The procedures below describe the BILP development process used:

I) When 1-9 NES/LES students of the same primary language are

enrolled at the same or combined grade levels and no bilingual

resource pE'-sonnel is available; or

2) When the parent of guardian has withdrawn the pupil from

participation in a program of bilingual instruction.

Assess-ent and Placement Procedures

Assessment and placement tests for NES/LES students are required

in order to ensure appropriate program design.

In accord with the district Lau Plan and State regulations, the

following is required:

. English language BINL
(Test of English proficiency)

Et.rcr-ore,individual diagnosis using placement tests described

in the local school plan is required in the following skill areas:

. Oral English as a Second Language

.
English reading (when student has met criteria

for reading in English)

. ratn in the primary language

Program Description

-.Eased on the results of tests identified above, students are placed

in programs appropriate to identified needs. Each school has the

res:onsibility to select the materials which most appropriately

meet students' needs.

25.1

Because of the uniqueness of each school's plan, BILP Form 2 will be

used to record the following program information:

. Description of program and materials us-d;

. Reinforcement activities to provide primary language

support; and
. Instructional time daily

This information will be provided in the following areas:

. ESL

. English reading (if applicable)

. Math

. Social Studies including Multicultural Education

-6-

rl

I) t.it
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Evaluation of PuRil Progress

Pupil progress is evaluated through a variety of means including:

. District mandated standardized testing in
English, reading, and math;

. District developed continua, performance tests,
and profiles; and/or

. Teacher made assessments

Consultation With Parents

Parent consultation regarding the development of the BILP may take
place through a variety of means:

. A Parent Orientation Meeting

. Individual Parent Conference

. A Home Visit

. A Telephone Conversation

Documentation of parent consultation is indicated on the BILP form.

BILP For-at

BIL? Form 2 provides for documentation of all the information described
thus far including:

. Assessment and Placement

. Program Description

. Evaluation of Progress

. Consultation ,ith Parents

In addition, the Form will include space for recording

. Rationale for use of BILP 2

No classroom Bilingual Staff availaole or
Parent withdrawal of pupil from bilingual program

. Description of non-classroom bilingual personnel available
to provide primary. language support including:

. Itinerant Bilingual Education Aides and Teacher
Assistants

. Community Volunteers

. Parent Volunteer

. College or University Tutors

. High School Tutors
. Tutors within School
. Others

t..

-7-



OS ANC,- rs urlir it o SEIPUll 01'11141i F

111E I tif DAL- ESL SUtv 1C1.5 IsHAtifli

EL EilINTARY 1111 ItledIAL INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN 2

I. CHECK. APPROPRIAlf SITUATION FOR USE OF CILP 1

INo Classroou Uilingwal Personnel Avalldhle

II. Pail nrwenTIGI

tome

ASSiSr+d DATA

English Scure

ItSchool

Mite of English UIUL Testing

Parini has withdrawn pupil from Oilingual Progiam of InstrurtIon
. t

Primary Language

Classification. INES itrs

Orel ESL Placerent Test
Sore Oat e

"1th !lament Test Score Date

Grade

_ _ _ _ _ _

English Reading PlaceTent TeL Score Date

(if applicable)

17. (NECK APPROPRIATE BOX FOR uotii5Tik6WhliTilcim 1"flIDARYTA11ChAdSNI+AT.-

[7--1 Itinerant Bilingual Education Aide 1 1Parent Volunteer ( -1:1 Tutor within School

-::
[ ) Itinerant Bilingual Teacher Assistant r .._ ICollege or University 1... _Other

I___LICc-mmunity Volunteer (-71 High School Tutor

--.-7==.: : . =...
------_---

V. PROGRAN DESCRIPTION (Indicate: 1. Program used, 2. Reinforcement activities to provide primary language support, and 3. Instructional time
__--

daily in each area below:)

English as a Second Language English Reading (if applicable)

Social Studies Including Multicultural Education Math

Vi. EVALUATION CF PUPIL PRO;RESS (e.g. Standardized Test, Pupil Continua, Profiles, Proficiency Testsq,

A_ A

1.===z1:-7
ODCIP1ENTAilON OF CONWLTATION 111TH Writ

; f2
%-) A l..01

Parent Signature OR r: -pome Visit 1- -) Sign -in form from Parent Orientatiofl Meetings on file

INr tte nn.nleolmnolt

I

I 71Telephono Conversation i ":i letter of explanation sent through U.S. mail



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

MEMORANDUM NO 5

March 14, 1980

SC3JECT: Lai

I. Purpose
II. Background

III. Procedures to be Followed

!---uPPDCE

Mid-year and year-end final report requirements to the Office for Civil Rights

necessitate collection of specific data on services provided to all Lau pupils.

The enclosed profile will be used to record the data for identified NES/LES

pupils. The profile will also serve to facilitate the transfer of program

information for NES/LES pupils in the event they transfer from school to school

within the district.

Data to be collected on the Lau Pupil Profile is listed on pages 59-62 and 180-

132 of the District Lau Plan. Modifications of the process have been made

wnerever necessary data is already collected through another district process.

Data from the pupil profile will be collected on an annual basis.

_-__I. :.__ 7D _E =2;LLOE:

A. Timeline for Comnietion

254

By May 15, 1930, a Lau Pupil Profile is to be completed for each non- and

limited-English speaker identified with the BINL. The profile is to be

continually updated as pupils meet required criteria. At a minimum, the

profile saould be reviewed once each school year for any necessary additions.

A pupil profile is to be completed and filed when a new enrollee is identified

as non- or limited-English speaking and is placed in an appropriate program.

B. LocItien of Profile

Schools are required to keep the Lau Pupil Profile in a centrally located file.

:hen the NES/LES pupil transfers from the school or when the pupil has net the

complete transition criteria (see D. below), it will be necessary to remove

the Lau Pupil Profile from the central file and place it into the pupil's

cumu!ative record.

C. Lau Sticker

The blue Lau sticker is to be placed on the top left hand corner of the brown

envelope which hol,,s the cumulative record. The sticker will remain on the

cum folder envelope as long as the pupil is classified as NES or LES.

rI
t; A.



MEMORANDCM NO. 5 -2- Bilingual-ESL Services

March 14, 1980
Branch

D. Transition From Bilingual Program or BILP to English-Only Program

of rnstraction

255

Once the pupil has completed all four steps in the criteria for transition from

a bilingual program or a bilingual individual learning plan to an English-only

program of instruction, the pupil profile is to be removed from the centrally

located Lau file and placed into the cumulative record as part of the pupils'

permanent record. The Lau sticker shall then be removed from the ;gown cum

folder envelope.

E. Completion of the Lau Pupil Profile

The Lau Pupil Profile is designed toserve as permanent record of mandated

services provided to all identified non- and limited-English speaker..

Numnered items in this section correspond to the numgered items on the Lau

Pupil Profile fom.

I. PUPIL IDENTIFICATION

A. Name of Stident - enter full name of pupil.

B. girth Date - enter date of birth.

C. Date of Language Survey - enter month and year when pupil was

identified on the Home Language Survey as coming from a home wnere

a language other than English is spoken.

D. Primary Languiige - enter the language-other-than English identified

on the Heme Language Survey.

E. En.7.1i:,h Proficiency Level ; ;BINL Results)

Score - enter pupil complexity score on the English BINL as

reported on the BINL print-out.

NES or LES - check (I) BINL classification of pupil from BINL

label found on the cumulative record or BINL

print-out Report 25.
Z.;

II. ASSESS:fENT DATE

A. Primar Language Level (BINL Results) - enter primary language complexity

score and check (4) appropriate classification of pupil if participating

in a bilingual program of instruction. It is not necessary to complete

part A if the pupil is on a Bilingual Individual Learning Plan.

B. Ott'cr Diagnostic Prescriptive Data - enter diagnostic prescriptive

placement test results available for each NES/LES pupil this school

year. It is not necessary to record data from tests administered in

previous school years.

III. MASTERY OF SKILLS NECESSARY BEFORE PLACEnENT INTO ENGLISH READING

PRCC.:AM (English Reading Criteria)

A. For Bilingual Programs Using Roman Alphabet - enter month and year

pupil meets criteria listed. Items under A are to be completed only

for pupils participating in a bilingual program using a language

written with the Roman Alphabet. fl
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B. For Bilingual Programs Using a Non Roman Alphabet - enter month and

year pupil meets criteria listed. Items under 3 are to be completed

only for pupils participating in a bilingual program using a language

written with an other-than-Roman Alphabet.

C. For Pupils Provided with a Bilingual Individual Learning Plan - enter

month and year pupil meets criteria listed. Items under C are to be

completed only for pupils cn a BILP.

IV. LAU PROGRAM INFORMATION

This section is to be completed once each school year beginning with the

spring If 1980.

A. Bilingual Program Organizational Model Code or ILP - eater the letter

code of the Lau organizational model which best describes the bilingual

program to Alich the NES/LES pupil is assigned.

Organizational
Yodel Code Lau Organizational Mo-iels

A Self-Contained, single grade

3 Self-Contained, combination grades

C Team Teaching, single grade

D Team Teaching, combination grades
Itinerant Teacher

F Bilingual Service School
Cooperative School

or Bilingual Individual Learning Plan

3. Clisiification of Principal Teacher - enter the code for the principal

teacher or the :;LS /ICS pupil.

Code Description of Teacher Classification

I bilingual teacher with a Bilingual-Crosscultural
Credential or a Bilingual Certificate of Competence

II bilingual teacher at the district A or B fluency level

and possessing an approved state %aiver from bilingual

requirements

III monolingual teacher possessing an approved state waiver

from bilingual requirements

IV principal teacher of NES/LES pupils who does not meet

bilingual requirements, or does not possess an approved

state waiver

monolingual teacher team teaching with a cltiss I or II teacher.

C. Bilingual Aide Available in Classroom - enter a check (1/) if an aide,

bilingual in t:le language of the pupil, is assigned to the classroom an:

provides primary language support.



MEMORANDUM NO. 5 -4- Bilingual-FSL Services

March 14, 1980 Branch

1.,
.

CRITERIA FOR TRANSITION FROM BILINGUAL PROGRAM OR U..' TO ENGLISH-ONLY

PROGRAM OF INSTRUCTION

Enter a check (1/°) in front of the number of each step in the criteria as

it is completed.

In addition:

I. Enter month and year the teacher judges the pupil will success-
fully continue his or her educational progress in an all-English

program of instruction.

2. Enter BINL classification results (LES, FES, PES,), Date, and Score

for pupil tested with the BINL for transition. When pupil achieves

FES or PES, step 2 is complete.

257

3. Enter name of standardized test and date pupil achieved at or above

the 16th percentile in English reading and math in English.

4. No additional information needed.

PARENT CONSULTATION FOR PUPIL PLACEMENT (complete as appropriate)

A. Date Parent Informed of Pupil Placement in Bilingual program - enter

the rronta and year that the parent of identified :;ES /LES pupil was

informed in person or by mail that the pupil was placed in a

bilingual program. (See Lau Plan pp. 173-176).

B. Date Parent ":ittkirew Pupil from Bilin2ual Fn,c1ra-1 - enter month and

year parent .1;nature was obtained withdrawing tne pupil from the

bilingual pro4ram.

C. Date of Parent Consultation on Individual Learning Plan - enter month

z.na year parent was consulted on the development of pupil Individual

Learning Plan.

7:1. IDENTIFICATION OF RESIDENCY STATUS (Residency refers to school of Residence,

not immigration status) To he completed once each school year for each NES/LES

pupil.

A. Enter i check (0,) under the appropriate grade level if the NES/LES

pupil L, in attendance at the regular school of residence.

3. Enter the appropriate code in the box under the pupil's grade level,

if applicable:

Code Code

ALT Alternative School

PT - Permits with Transportation
`AG Mar;net School

PAIR - Pair

CLUS - Cluster
MID - Midsite

OTHER - Specify type in box

If ou have a nop! fIr further assistance, please contact your Area Bilingual

A:visor or tLe ;111.,:ual-ESI, Services Branth at 625-6743.

\PPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Elementary Schools
Area Offices

,,
t).4. s.,



ELEMENTARY FORM

I. PUPIL DENTIFICATION

A. Name of Student
LAST

C. Date of Home Language Survey

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

1 ELCCENTARY Vitt/ puPtr. roorur FOPM roR
NON Ann Limmu ENGLISH SPEAKERS

B. Birth Date

NEW , PIDDLE

D. Primary Language

misu PROFICIENCY Level (RINI. Results) Score _

II. ASSESSMENT DATA

A. Primary Language Level (BIDE Results) Score

Check Classification:

EXPERIME-ITAL

(PIES) non English Speaker (LES) Limited English Speaker

Non primary language speaker

Limited primary language speaker

Functional primary language speaker

Proficient primary language speaker

8. Other Diagnostic Prescriptive Data: Complete as Applicable

WA OF
ASSESSPITNT

Primiry Lang.
Peadinn

Trst Used

'Score

Mith in rf hhity

1011,11119e

Test Ilse,'

Score

jai LSL

Test Used

Score

English Reading

lest lArd

Score

___2notT521" A_S_SfS_cilE11!
43 __

M. MASTERY OF SKILLS NECESSARY BEFORE PLACEMENT INTO

ENGLISH READING PROGRAM

(English Readinv Criteria)

A. For Bilingual Programs Using Roman Alphabet:

2.

DATE

DATE

Completion of Level II Skills of
H-200+ as measured by CO" on Moreno

Test.

Completion of decoding skills and
basic comprehension in primary
language reading as measured by

B. For Bilingual Programs Using a Non Rowan Alphabet

- Liter-ate Speaker

1.
Teacher Jul 's pupil has cew;i1rtrd

PA ff
English Rol tint reIdtn ^sc SI 1) is

-!lliterale Spra'...or

Co. pint inn of level I ',tills of

bA11'.- as weasutet.1 by t'» cue Test,

T. Teacher Inclqes pupil has co-pleted

011 Pradmq

C. for Pupils Picvided with a Bilinqull

Lealoin9 Plan

1.
Completion of level I ;till,. of h-261P

DAIL as neasuird by Vole no Test

2.
Teacher judges pupil his completr4NJ

DATE English reading Po,:diness Skills. 03W



LAU PUPIL PROFILE (P19.1 2)

IV. LAU PROGRAN INFORMATIM

ITEM OF INQUIRY

Vroimi
Organizational

Model Code (A-6)
or ILP

Zlassification of
Principal Teacher

(1-111)

?.Hinman Aide
Available in

Classropm

DESCRIPTION CODE

2 3 A 5 6

V. CRITERIA F(12 TRANSITION FROM BILINGUAL PROGRAfl OR ILP TO ENGLISH-ONLY

Pilo6nAl OF INSTRUCTION

1. Teae!ws judqes mipil will successfully continue educational
progress in all English Program of Instruction

DA1E-

2. RINt classificition for Transition

1st Ittoipt. CHIC Classification --
Date Score

?nl Attrmpt: BIN! Classification
.

Da e Scni

1. Student achieves at or Move 16th peleentile on:

Standardizol Peadino Test Date

Standardt?ed Math Test Date

4. Lnral administrator in consultation with teacher(1) and
drcide: that pupil have mot above critoria and nay he

0 A. - pla,m1 in an all-Enalish program of instinetion.

VI. PARENT CONSULTATION FOR PUPIL PLAWIENT

(Cnnolete as appropriate)

Pdq 2

A. Date Parent Inforned of Pupil Placepient in

Bilingual Progiao

R Date Parent Withdrew Pupil from Bilingual

Progr6m

C. Date of Pareqt Consultation on Individual

Learning Plan

VII IDENTIFICATION OF RESIDENCY STATUS

RESIDENCY STATUS

Staid.qit is in

Pmpdar School
of Residence
(Indicate with)

student is
participating

In

(Indicate typo)

i

DATE

TYPE OF RESIDENCE

K I 2 3 4 5 6

1/1
tD



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

BILINGUAL-ESL SERVICES BRANCH

MENORANDUN NO. 6

March 14, 1980

SUBJECT: OU C7"7=':7 - :ECW';7(

I. Purpose

II. Background
III. Procedures to be Followed

260

id-year and year-end final report requirements to the Office for Civil Rights

necessitate collection of'specific data on services provided to all Lau students.

The enclosed profile will be used to record the data for identified NES/LES -

students. The profile will also serve to facilitate the transfer of program

information for NES/LES students in the event they transfer from school to school

within the district.

11.

Data to be collected on,the Lau Student Profile is listed on pages 59-62 and 130-

132 of the District Lau Plan. Modifications of the process have been made

wherever necessary data is already collected through another district process.

Dira fro, raze student profile will be collected on an annual basis,

LL C.vEJ

A. Timeline for Completion

By nay 15, 1980, a-Lau Student Profile is to be completed for each non- and

limited-English speaker identified with the BINL. The profile is to be

continually updated as students meet required criteria. At a minimum, the

profile should be reviewed once each semester.for any necessary additions.

A student profile is to be completed and filed when a new enrollee is

identified as non- or limited-English speaking and/or is placed in an appro-

priate program.

B. Location of Profile

Schools are required to keep the Lau Student Profile in a centrally located

file. ',:hen the NES/LES student transfers from the school, or when the

student has completed the mandated sequence of skills, it will be necessary

to remove the LJU Student Profile from the central file and place it into

the student's cumulative record. (See D below.)

C. Lau Sticker

The golj Lau sticl:er is to be placed on the top left hand corner of the brown

envelope which holds the cumulative record. The sticker will remain on the

cum folder envelope as long as the student is classified as NES or LES.
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Bilingual-ESL Services

:larch 14, 1950 -2- Branch

D. Transition From ESL Program or BILP to Regular Program of Instruction
261

Once the student has mastered the skills taught at the ESL Advanced Level B

or Level IV, as measured by the District ESL Proficiency Tests, and is

eligible for a program of all regular classes, that student is no longer

to be considered a LES student. The student profile is to be removed from

the centrally located Lau file and placed into the cumulative record as

part of the students' permanent record. The Lau sticker shall then be

removed from the brown cum folder envelope.

E. Completion of the Lau Student Profile

The Lau Student Profile is designed to serve as permanent record of mandated

ser.ices provided to ail identified non- and limited-English speakers.

'41:-.pered items in this section correspond to the numbered items on the Lau

Student Profile form.

I. STLDE : :T IDENTI7ICATION

A. :;d7e of Student - enter full name of student.

B. Firth Date - enter date of birth.

C. 0.1te of : :one Language Survey - enter month and year when student

was identified on the Home Language Survey as coming from a home

where a language ot:ier-than-English is spoken.

D. ir1 7ary Language - enter the language other-than-English identified

on tae Language Survey.

'rcficiencv Level (BINL Results)

Score - enter student complexity score on the English

BINL as reported on the BINL print-out.

:;ES or LDS - check (.,4 BINL classification of student from

BINL label found on the cumulative record or

BINL print-out Report 25.

II. ASSES5:1::T DATA

A. Student records indicate that student has never attended school in

tai., (ountry - enter a check (,/);

under Yes - if student has never before attended school in

the United States

under - if student is enrolling from another school in

the United States

Is checl:ed, Section B (below) may be skipped.

3. Student rt!coris indicate that student has nartici)ated in:

1. En41i31-1 Reading Program - enter check G/5:

under Yes - if student has been provided a formal

program of reading instruction

under No - if student has not yet been provided a formal

program of English reading instruction.

I

k d .fte Ovo
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2. Social Studies Program - enter a (I) 262

under Yes - if student has participated in a Social Studies

programer any grade level in this country.

under No if student has not been provided Social Studies

in this country.

C. Program Placement Data - complete as applicable

1. Primary Language Literacy - enter date of test and score

achieved on CTBS Espanol - Level C. This item is applicable

for Spanish-speaking students who have:

a. never attended school in this country, (Item II. A.), or

b. never been provided a formal program of English reading

(Item II. B. 1.)

2. English As A Second Language - enter approximate data and

results of initial District ESL Placement Test. This item is

applicable for all students identified as NES/LES.

3. Math Computation - enter approximate date and test results of

math placement test. This item is applicable for any NES/LES

student for whom a math class is required. (See Sections IV

and V of Profile.)

III. PAaENT/STUDENT CONSULTATION

A. Parent Informed of Student Placement in Bilingual Program - enter

month and year that parent of identified NES/LES student was informed

in person or by mail of student placement in the Lau Bilingual

Program. (See Lau Plan pp. 173-176.)

B. Parent withdrawal of Student from Bilingual Program - enter month

and year parent signature was obtained withdrawing student from the

Lau Bilingual grogram.

C. Parent/Student-Consultation on Individual Learning Plan - enter proof

of consultation with parent and student on Individual Learning Plan.

To be completed for any NES/LES student for whom appropriate Lau

Program is not provided due to lack of sufficient numbers of 'students

warrinting full program.

::OTE: This section may also be used for all NES/LES students to

record proof of consultation with parent and student on

state-required Bilingual Individual Learning Plan (BILP).

Enter parent and student signature if possible. Tf parent

signature is not attainaL'a, enter best proof of consultatioh

available.

IV. BILINGUAL PNGRAM MOICLVTION: CHECK AS APPROPRIATE

Section IV is to be completed only for those identified NES/LES students

for whom a Lau Bilingual Program is required.

f. I$
IL-. 4o 4J
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Use a check (I) to indicate services provided to a student participating

in a full Bilingual Program.

Use the (X) to indicate services provided to a student without pre-

requisite skills, not participating in a full Bilingual Program due

to lack of sufficient numbers of such students.

1. Class Provided - enter the appropriate mark (1,/ or X) next to each

of the required classes provided to the student pursuant to the

Lau Plan.

2. ESL Teacher enter the appropriate (Vor X) if the teacher teaching

the required class meets district requirements for an ESL teacher.

3. Bilingual Teacher - enter the appropriate mark (or X) if the

teacher teaching the required class is bilingual in the language

of the student.

4. Bilingual Aide - enter the appropraite mark (Vor X) if an aide,

bilingual in the language of the student, is assigned to the class

and provides instruction in the primary language.

5. Bilingual Tutor/Volunteer - enter the appropriate mark (10eor X) if

a tutor or volunteer, bilingual in the language of the student,

provides primary language support in the class.

ca:T:RL\ Fn TRANSITION FROM BILINGUAL PROGRAM OR ILP TO ESL PROGRAM

OF INSTRUCTION

Section V is to be completed only for students requiring a Lau Bilingual

Program.

Enter a check (le in front of the number of each step in the criteria

as it is completed.

In addition:

1. Enter month and year teacher judges student has achieved basic

literacy level in the primary language as a result of skills achieved

in the Primary Language Communication Skills Class.

2. Enter date and score of literacy test. When student passes test,

step 2 is co h,lete.

3. No additional information needed.

V. ESL PROGRAM INFORMATION: CHECK AS APPROPRIATE

SeciiOn VI is to be completed for NES/LES students requiring a Lau ESL

ProIrJm. Complete as necessary to indicate those services provided

bev,innlug with this school year (1979-80). It is not necessary to

indicate those classes provided in previous school years.

Use a I) to indicate services provided to student participatinF, in a

Lau ESL Program.
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Use an (X) to indicate services provided to a NES/LES student not

provided a full ESL program due to lack of sufficient numbers to

warrant such a program.

1. Class Provided - enter the appropriate mark (weor X) next to

each of the required classes provided to the student pursuant

to the Lau P.,.an.

2. ESL Teacher - enter the appropriate mark (we or X) if the teacher

teaching the required class meets district requirements for an

ESL teacher.

3. Bilingual Teacher - enter the appropriate mark (Or X) if the

teacher teacning the required class is bilingual in the language

of the student.

4. Bilingual Aide - enter the appropriate mark (Or X) if an aide,

bilingual in the language of the student, is assigned to the

class and provides instruction in the primary language.

5. Bilingual Tutor/Volunteer - enter the appropriate mark (ti/or X)

if a tutor or volunteer, bilingual in the language of the student,

provides primary language support in the class.

VII. TRANSITION ;mon ESL PROGRAM TO REGULAR PROGRAM

A. Date student comeleted ESL Advanced B or Level IV Skills as

measured b- District ESL Course Criterion Reverence Tests -

enter month and year.

VIII. IDENTIFICATION OF RESIDENCY STATUS (Residency Refers to School of

Residence, net Immigration Status) To be completed once each school

year for each ::ES/LES pupil.

A. Enter a check (I) under the appropriate grade level if the

::ES/LES pupil is in attendance at the regular school of

residence.

B. Enter Cle appropriate code under the student grade, if applicable:

Code

ALT - Alternative School

- Permit with Transportation

:LW - Magnet School

PAIR - Pair

CLUS - Cluster

MID - Midsite

OTHER - Specify type in box

If You have a need for further assistance, please contact your Area Bilingual

..;or or the 6ilingual-E6L Services Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: Secondary Schools
Area Offices
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MEMORANDUM NO. 7 267
April 8, 1980

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION OF ALLEGED NON-COMPLIANCE ISSUES BY

THE OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS

I. Purpose
I. Background

III. Procedures to be Followed

IV. Available Assistance

I. PURPOSE

Procedures to be followed and documentation to be prepared by school

administrators of schools alleged to be in non-compliance with the District's

Lau Plan requirements by the Office for Civil Rights are identified in this

memorandum.

II. BACKGROUND

The Office for Civil Rights has completed its analysis'of data which was

developed at the local school level in order to determine the eligibility of

the district to receive ESAA Elicit's for the 1980-81 school year. As a result

of their analysis, 238 schools have been alleged to be in non-compliance with

the district's Lau Plan requirements. The district has been informed by the

Office for Civil Rights that they must receive written assurances and docu-

mentation fro: the district by Nay 15, 1980, that all alleged non-compliance

issues in the 238 schools identified by the Office for Civil Rights have been

resolved or will cease to exist by September of 1980. Failure to address all

concerns identified will result in the districts forfeiting its rights to

ESAA funds for the 1980-81 school year. The district has determined that it

willicomply with the request from the Office for Civil Rights.

III. PROCED'..!RE TO SE FOLLOWED

1. School administrators involved will attend area meetings to receive

iftstructions and materials relevant to the resolution of the alleged

non-compliance. issues.

2. Specific issues of non-compliance will be identified at the area meetings.

3. School administrators will complete a draft copy of the data pages and

letter of resolution in terms of:

a. issues al eady.resolved

b. issues t be resolved during the cugrent semester

c. issues be resolved by September, 1980.

4. School administ ators will meet with central office personnel at a time

to be determine by the area office prior to May 2nd to review the draft

versions of th data paces and letter of resolution.

326-330
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5. School administrators are to prepare three copies of the final versions

of tne data paces and letter of resolution. One copy of each document is

to be sent to the Area Superintenaent and one copy of each document is to

be sent to the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch by May 7, 1980.

IV. AVAILABLE ASSISTANCE

1. A list of strategies developed by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch that

may be utilized by school administrators in their resolution procedures is

provided.

2. A sample letter of resolution developed by the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch

which may assist school administrators in their resolution procedures is

provided.

3. Bilingual advisors assigned to the area office will be available to assist

school administrators upon request.

4. Personnel from the Bilingual-ESL Services Branch will be available on a

scheduled basis to review draft versions of the data pages and letter of

resolution.

For assistance, please call your Area Bilingual Advisor or the Bilingual-ESL Services

Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRI2UTION: Principals of Selected Schools

Area Superintendents
Directors of Instruction



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of the Associate Superintendent (Leon)

2E9

MEMORANDUM NO.10
January 30, 1980

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS (CTBS) FOR NES/LES SECONDARY
STUDENTS

I. Background
II. Purpose

III. Procedure

I. Background

Instructions in previous years indicated that any student in ESL classes
fur more than half of a minimum school day was tested with CTBS at the
discretion of the school principal or his designate.

II. Purpose

State Department of Education regulations necessitate a further
clarification of NES/LES students to be tested with the CTBS in English.

III. Procedure

JUNIOR HIGH

Test Administration

All students enrolled in ESL classds at the Advanced A or
Advanced B levels during the time of the testing period are
to be given the CTBS, English, at the test level appropriate
to their grade level.

Exemptions

All students enrolled in the Beginning level or the Intermediate
level during the time of testing are exempted from CTBS, English
testing.

SENIOR HIGH

Test Administration

All student enrolled in ESL classes at the ESL III or IV levels
during the testing period are to be given the CTBS, English, at the
test level appropriate to their grade level.

Exemptions

All students enrolled in an ESL level I or II class during the
testing period are exempted from CTBS, English.

If there are any questions, please call your area advisor or the Bilingual/ESL
Wiices Branch at 625-6743.

APPROVED: JOHN F. LEON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Secondary Schools and Area Offices

.)
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gen t: Victor Signore

SUBJECT: HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY 'NON-VEPAAL)

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
Los ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principals /Program Coordinators

270

Date October 11, 1979

Enclosed you will fine, the appropriate number of Home Language Surveys
that correspond with the number of pupils in the various handicap
categories at your school. Please follow the following procedures:

1. Only those students in the following handicap categories will
be given this survey to take hate and have their parents sign

and return.

Aphasia MH (Includes rumaf'Slind)

Autistic TMR (all)

OCH Other Non-Verbal,(Specify
Handicap)

Deaf & Hard of Hearing

2. Every student in the above listed handicap categories must

receive a Home Language Survey Non-Verbal.

This is a new form and even if the student already has one of

the other Home Language Survey on file he/she trust still receive
this one.

Please note that the surveys are color coded according to handicap

category.

3. Once returned to the school, signed by parent cr guardian, note

the possible responses.

a. if English is the only language listed, please place the

completed s4rvey in the student's cum folder.

b. if another language other than English is listed, please

tabulate ana place the total on the Summary Sheet attached.

under the corresponding handicap category

memEet In advcczte vcc.zptte.

A,'
VIRM 34.4EHNI SIX '40 113000 Roy 44f.

It



Principal/Program Coordinators -2- October 11, 1979

4. List the nages of those students and their handicap category 271

whose Hare Language Survey (Non-Verbal) showed another language
other than EngliSh on the attached School Record Form (TAN )
and keep at your school for future reference. The- school Record

Form will help determine the number of Parent Interview Forms
and Observational Checklists needed for your school. Once counted

and listed place the completed Hare Language Survey in the students

file.

5. If the first survey sent have is lost or not returned, you may
send another one taking care to send the appropriately color

coded Home Language Survey. Under no circumstance is the teacher

or someone else at your school to fill out the survey for the

student.

6. If after sending the survey home two or three times it is still
not returnedrsigned by the parent or guardian, please count the

student on the enclosed Summary Sheet under the appropriate
handicap category and also list the studenc .n the sheet you are

keeping for the school records.

7. By November 9 all Home Language Surveys and Summary Sheets should

be completed. Please submit the Summary Sheet with total number

of students to:

Ricardo Sosapavon

H - 113

Division of Special Education

8. Your school/program will receive further instructions concerning

procedures for the Parent Interview Form and Observational Checklist.

If you have any questions please call Ricardo Sosapavon at 625-6729

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

rg.f

, ,



HCME LANGUAGE SURVEY (NON-VERBAL) SUMANRY SHEET
272

In the cut off section below please write the number of handicapped students
whose Home Language Survey (non-verbal) shamed another language other than
English.

Emile: if a total of three autistic children at your school'returned their
Home Language Survey showing another language other than English please write 3
in the space provided next to Autistic at the bottom of the page.

All programs on Special Education campuses will be the responisbility of the
Central Office. All programs on regualr school can;uses will be the responsibility
of the Proarant Office.

(PLEASE DETACH

ScHccL

PRINCIPALS SIGIATURE

APHASIC

AUTISTIC

DCH

DEAF &
HARD CF HEARING

,WLITrIANDICAPPED

CFAF/BLDID

OTHER NON VERBAL
PLEASE SPECIFY HANDICAP

Peturn 7,c Ricardo Sosapavon, by November 10, Division of St.ocial Edication,
H - 113



POTENTIAL NES/LES STUDENTS SCHOOL !..t.CORD FORM

DIVISION OF SPECIAL EDUCATION 273
List only those students whose Home Language Survey(non-verbal) showed
another language other than English.

LANGUAGE LISTED
NAME (other than English) Handicap

THIS FORM IS TO REMAIN AT YOUR SCHOOL.



Date
ENGLISH School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Teacher

( APHASIC )

The California Education Code requIres.schools to determine the languoge(s) spoken at home by each student.This information Is essential In order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

Your cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the following questionsand have your son/daughter'return this form to'his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.
..

Name of student:

Last, First Middle

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. 'Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

Grade
f

Age

4. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Anneles Unified School District

1) .*,
t.) a./

Signature of Parent or Guardian



ESPATIOL
Fecha

Escuela

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL HOGAR

(APHASIC)

Maestro(a)

El Codigo de Educacion de California requiere que las escuelas determinen el idioma que se habla en el hogar.
de cada estudiante. Esta information es esenclal para que las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruction significativa
a todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cooperaciOn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsito Important°. Por favoi contesto las sigulentes preguntas
y haga que su hiJo o hija devuelva esta forma a.su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumno:

ApellIdo

I. A que idioma fue'expuesto primero el

2. A que i dioma respondloiel nano primero?

Describa como respondiO el Mho:

Primer() Segundo
4 :1 Grado Edad

3. Descrlba como el 'lino hace saber sus necesidades:

4. Hombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona quo cuida el nlho afuora de la escuela:

DivisiOn de Educacle'n tsOecial

Districto Escolar Unificado de
Los Angeles

:

Firma del padre o Tutor



Date
ENGLISH

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

(AUTISTIC)

School

Teacher

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

tour cooperation in helping us meet this impo tant requirement is requested. Please answer the following questionsand have your son/daughter
return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. Wnich language did the child first respond to? f:r

11"-- Describe how child responded:

3 Describe how child presently makes his needs Known:

4. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out -of- school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Angles 1Jrtificd School District

rn

I
Signature of Parent or Guardian



ESPAAOL
F CC ha T

Escuela

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOIIA DEL HOGAR

(AUTISTIC)

Maestro,a)

El Codigo de EducaclOn de California requiere que las escuelas determinen el idiom que se habla en el hogarde cada estudiante. Esta InformaclOn es esenclal para que las escuelas puedan proporcioRar instruction
significativaa todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cooperaclOn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsito importante. Por favor conteste las siguientes preguntasy haga que su hiJo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumna:

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado Edad

I. A que idioma fue expuesto primero el nifio?

2. A que idioma respondloiel n1Flo primero?

Describa como respondlcf el nino:

3. Describa como el nlAo hace saber sus necesidades:

4. Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nliio afuera de la escuela:

DivislOn de Educacicin Especial
Districto Escolar Unificado de
Los Angeles

.4 1)

N.)

(4.4
k) A

Firma del padre o Tutor



m1, ... . .1.

ENGLISH School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

(11D01)

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

Teacher

four cooperation in helping us meet this impo.tant requirement is requested. Please answer the following questionsand have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the Olild first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

4. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Anneles Unified School District

f-i, 4 .
fl) A

Signature of Parent or Guardian



ESPAOLFecha

Escuela

Naestr0(a)

ESTUDIO OEL IDIOM DEL IIOCAR

(Deii)

El Codigo de EducaciOn de California requiere que las escuelas determinen el idioma que se habla en el hogarde cada estudiante. Esta informaciOn es esencial pars que las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruction significativaa todos los estudiantes.

Le pedirnos su cooperaciOn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito importante. Por favor conteste las siguientes preguntasy haga que su hijo o hija devueiva esta forma a su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumno:

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado Edad

1. A que idioma fue'expuesto primero el ni6o7

2. A que idioma respondio el ni5o primero?

Describa como respond14 el ni5o:

3 Describa como el ni5o hace saber sus necesidades:

Hombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nino afuera de la escuela:

DIvIsidn de EducaciOn Especial
Districto Escolar Unificado de
Los Angeles

t o i
;

Fi-ma del padre o Tutor



ESPATiOL
Fecha

Escuela

Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOMA DEL NOGAR

(DEAF N HARD OF HEARING)

El COdigo de EducaciOn dc California requiere que las escuelas determinen el idioma que se habla en el hogarde cada estudiante. Esta informaciOn es esencial para que las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruccion significativaa todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cooperaciOn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqisito importante. Por favor conteste-las siguientes preguntasy haga que su hijo o hija devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumno:

Apellido Primero Segundo Grado Edad

. .
1. A que idioma fue expuesto primero el nirio?

2. A que idioma respondio
.

el nirio primerol

Describa como respondiO el ni5o:

3 Describa como el nirlo hacc saber sus necesidades:

h. Nombre el idioma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que cuida el nino afuera de la cscueia:

Divisidn de Educacicin Especial

Districto Escolar Unificado de
Los Angeles

/".1,,i
t.) a..

Ni
coO

'1
t; - 0

Firma del padre o Tutor



Date
ENGLISH

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

( DE:AF & HARD OF Ill:ARING)

School

Teacher

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

',our cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the following questionsand have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3 Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

4. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
LOS Annr.00S unified School District N.)

00I.

Signature of Parent or Guardian



Date ENGLISH SchGol

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY Teacher

(111)

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

'.our cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

4. Name the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Anneies Unified School District

"-It,
',.....,, Signature of Parent or Guardian



c3rnmut.
Fecha

Escuela

Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL 1010MA DEL HOGAR
(M)

El Codigo dc EducaciOn de California requiere que las cscuelas dcterminen el idioma que se habla en el hogarde cada estudiante. Es informaci6n es esencial para quc las escuelas puedan proporcionar instruction significativaa todos los estudiante

Le pea,m- 1 cooperacicn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsito Importante. Por favor conteste las sigulentes preguntasy haga que hijo o devuelva esta forma a su maestro. Gracias por su ayuda. ..6

Nomabre del alumno:

Apellido Primero Segundo

11. A que idioma fueexpuesto primero el nitio?

2. A que idioma respondioiel nirio primero?

Describa como respondici el nitio:

Grado Edad

Desciba como el nirio hate saber sus necesidades:

4. Hombre ci idioma mas frequentemente usado por in persona quo cuida el nino aluera de In cacucla:

Divosior dc Educacion EsAcial
District.2 Escolar Unificado de
los A,Igeles

J

N.)
00

.) ;

Firma LI padie o Tutor



Date. ENGLISH

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY

School

Teacher

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
Thts Information is essential In order for schools to provide meanihuful Instruction for all students.

Your cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the following questions
and have your son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last First Middle Grade Age

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the child first exposed to?

2. Which language did the child first respond to?

Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs known:

4. Ncme the language most frequently used by the child's out-of-school caretaker.

00

Division of Special Education
Inc Arvin! ;rhru



Etna
Escuela

Maestro(a)

ESTUDIO DEL 1010MA DEL MOGAR

(TMR)

EI Codlgo de Educacicfn de California requlere que las escuelas determlnen el_Id4offia que se habla en el hogar
de cada estudlante. Esta InformaclOn es esenclal para que las escuelas puedan proporclonar instruccl& signIfIcatIva
a todos los estudlantes.

Le pedimos su cooperacidn en ayudarnos a cumplir este reqlsIto lmportante. Por favor conteste las sigulentes preguntas
y haga que su hIjo o hlja devuelva esta forma a.su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda.

Momabre del alumno:

Apelildo Primero Segundo Grado Edad

1. A que Idloa fue'expuesto primero el nlfio?

2. A que ldloma respoodlo el nIno primero?

Descrlba comp respondlcf el

3. Describe como el nlno hate saber sus necesldades:

h. Nombre el Idloma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que culda el naio afuera de la escuela:

DIvIsIdn de Educackin Especial
Districto Escolar UnIfIcado de
Les Angeles Firma del padre o Tutor

Go

r-lt ti



..

Date ENGLISH School

HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY . Teacher'

(OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY)

The California Education Code requires schools to determine the language(s) spoken at home by each student.
This information is essential in order for schools to provide meaningful instruction for all students.

',our cooperation in helping us meet this important requirement is requested. Please answer the following questions
and have vour son/daughter return this form to his/her teacher. Thank you for your help.

Name of student:

Last ,, First..
: . e

Middle
1- .Grade Age

: c

1. Which language (i.e., Spanish) was the cnild first exposed to?

'2. Which language did the Child first respond to?
,.

4 Describe how child responded:

3. Describe how child presently makes his needs kr,own:

. t ,.. t.ir i ..,

: .
I ,.0.

,

.4., Name thelanguage:most frequently used by the child's out -of- school caretaker.

Division of Special Education
Los Anneles Unified School District ,

s

I

1

-----t-
Signature of Parent or GultdHn



ESPANOL
Fecha Escuela

ESTUDIO DEL IDIOM DEL IIOGAR

(OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY) r

Naestro(a)

El Codigo de Educacion de California requlere que las escuelas determinen el idloma que se habla en el hogar
de cada estudlante. Esta informaciOn es esencial Para que las escuelas puedan proporclonar instruction significativa.
a todos los estudiantes.

Le pedimos su cooperaclon en ayudarnos,a cumplir este reqlsito importante: 1 Por favor conteste las slguientes pregunta
y haga que su hijo o hlja devuelva,esta forma a. su maestro. Graclas por su ayuda.

Nomabre del alumno:
Apellido Primero Segundo

I. A que idioma fue'expuesto prim?ro el nano?

2. A que idioma respondloiel nano primero?

Describa como respondiO el niFo:

. : Grado Edad

3. Describa como el niFo hate saber sus necesidades:

..
G. Nombre el Idloma mas frequentemente usado por la persona que culda el niFo afuera de la escuela:

Division de EducaciO4 Especial .

Distrieto Escolar Unificado de
Los Angeles

/Pt.

I u.

00

Firma del padre o Tutor

,pc.



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
Los ANGELES UNIFIED SCH001 DISTRICT

TO: Principals/Program Coordinators

FROM: Vic Signorel fil

SUBJECT: PARENT INTERVIEW FORM/LAU COMPLIANCE

238

Dace December 5, 1979

Attached you will find the necessary number of Parent Interview Forms
for your school. These are to be used only with the parents/guardians
of those students who listed another language other than English on
the Home Language -urvey (Non-Verbal.)

Please follow these procedures:

1. Select a credentialed person(s) to schedule the parent interview
(with the parents).

2. The interview may be done thru a home, or school visit or via
telephone.

3. The purpose of the parent interview is to attempt and determine
how much English, if any, is spoken in the home.

4. If it has been determined that the parent(s) speak no English,
a community representative or educational aide who is bilingual
in the necessary language may assist the credentialed person in
the interview process.

7'. Care should be taken to tcy and get a respons%. for all Lan

6. Items nine and ten are especially important.

7. At the end of the interview, the credentialed person having held
the interview is responsible for circling one of the language
background identifiers (a,b,c, or e) as well as listing the appro-
priate language in the space provided (if applicable).

8. The interviewer is then to date and siot the form.

9. Note: The NCR key and file/send appropriately.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call Ricardo Sosapavon
at 625-6947.

ja
att.

"Tne Division of Special Education--
every etWrnember an advocate for children with exceptional needs"

k
to... 11..1 rd. a . .
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PARENT INTERVIEW FORM
289

To Be Filled Out By A Credentialed Employee Of The Los Angeles Unified School District

. STUDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

STUDENT'S CURRENT SCHOOL

STUDENT'S CURRENT PROGRAM PLACEMENT:

. STUDENT'S PLACE OF BIRTH:

City:

Birthdate: / /

Zip:

Are

STUDENT'S EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND:

NUMBER OF YEARS STUDENT ATTENDED SCHOOL:

LOCATION OF PRIOR U.S. SCHOOLING:

LANGUAGE CITED ON HOME LANGUAGE SURVEY:

NUMBER OF YEARS SCHOOLED IN USA:

. LIST ANY SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM(S) IN WHICH STUDENT WAS ENROLLED:

. **If Foster Parent(s), skip Items 4 and 5 and refer to Item 6.

FATHER'S NAPE: Telephone: (

ADDRESS: City: Zip:

OCCUPATION:

LANGUAGE SPOKEN: LANGUAGE UNDERSTOOD:

. MOTHER'S NVE: Telephone: ( )

ADDRESS: City: Zip:

OCCUPATION:

LANGUAGE SPOKEN: LANGUAGE UNDERSTOOD:

. SIBLINGS' NAME/AGE LIVING WITH STUDENT LANGUAGE SPOKEN LANGUAGE UNDERSTOOD

Yes No

Yes 'No..

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

IL



PARENT INTERVIEW FORM

7. OTHER PERSONS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD WITH STUDENT:

290

RELATIONSHIP LANGUAGE SPOKEN LANGUAGE UNDERSTOOD

i 0

8. PRIMARY CARETAKER(S) OF STUDENT OUTSIDE SCHOOL:

RELATIONSHIP: LANGUAGE SPOKEN WITH STUDENT:

9. Would the parent(s) be interested in attending a Parent Education class at their
child's school? Yes No At another location: Yes No

10. Type of class parent(s) would be interested in attending:

INTERVI :ER'S RECOMMENDATION:

Cn the basis of the information provided during the parent interview, it appears that
tnis student's hoT.e language background is: (Please circle one Language BacKground
Identifier: a, b, c, d, e)

a. Lanoueoe:

b. Language:

spoken only

spoken with some Engl sh

c. Language:

d. English spoken with some

e. Predominantly English speaking

and English used interchangeably

(Language)_,-

Cate: Interviewer's Signature:

FCRX NO. 34-EH-nl
f 4 ' .1

4.. % ,..



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Los ANCELLS CITY SCHOOLS 291

TO: Principals/Program Coordinators Date De cembvc 5, 1979

FROM: Vic Signorelli1.';

SUJ3JECT: OBSERVATIONAL CHECKLIST

Attached you will find the necessary number of observational checklists
for your schools. This count is based on the number of Parent Interview
Forms that indicated a,b or c on the Interviews Recommendation section.

Please follow the following procedures for completing the observational
checklist:

1. Only those students whose Parent Interview Form were marked a,b or c
are to have an observational checklist.

2. The observational checklist is to be completed by the student's
classroom teachar.

Another teacher, aide or assistant may assist the student's teacher
in determining the results. However, the classroom teacher is held
responsible for the completion of the form.

3. The classroom teacher is also responsible for filling out the
bottom portion of the second page of the Checklist.

4. Once the checklist is completed, dated and signed, note the NCR
%ey and file/se.d as appropria-e.

If you have any questions or concerns, please call Ricardo Sosapavon
at 625-6947.

ja

Enclosure

I

.1

"The Div.i.Aion 04 Special. Education--
eveny e to membet an advocate 404. &alt.:ten with excepio;:at wed4"
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07.S::7ATIWL C!iCaIST - 10? ICENTIFICATIO% OF
NcS/LES EXCPTIOWL STUPDFS

Co P,e_ try Tne Student's Classroom Teach

Prom_, Place.lenz

Birth,!..te

School

292

Ciro', 'ancua3,.. 3dckgroud identifier (a, b, c, d, e) marked on this student's ParentInt2--le.4 Form:

.1. Indicates areness of names of objects in English by pointing,
looking or couching.

2. Indicates a.:areness of names of objects in the second language
by pointing, looking or touching.

3. Respords to simple comr7ands (come, sit, stop, etc.) in English.

4. Responds to simple cormands in the second language.

5. Id-ntifies body parts expressed in English.

Cody parts expressed in the second languac2P.

Loo':s at 7r. C"3 "i7i1 iar toys ,,xpres-?! in En'-:lkh.

Yes No

H
Ei

Li
F-1

Loo's a o- toys e:Tressc,d in the otner 1
i I

9 -!2:3!7.): to nu'oer .,;orris in English.

10. R=7 Po-j; ts ,,or-L's in t-.2 second language.

11. ,!,??ears to n...mber concepts or recognition of rote counting.

19. Identifies foods expressed in English.

13. Identifies foods e.:pres-ed in the other language.

12. Lau5hiter seams to be socially appropriate.

15. try n; S2i.-"; to be socially appropriate.

17.). L,arns appropriate routine class behavior.

17. Tries '1 i^ ate irords in English.

'o it th, 7,-!r=7 (ld

-

11
c.

Fl n



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Personnel Division

SUBJECT: BILINGUAL CLASSROOM TEACHER PROGRAM

I. PURPOSE
II. ELIGIBILITY

III. INCENTIVES
IV. DUE DATE
V. PROCEDURES

PLEASE POST

294

MEMORANDUM NO. 41

May 27, 196U
Application Deadline
June 13, 1980

I. PURPOSE.
- .

The Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program (BCTP) has been submitted to
the Curt in the Crawford case as one of the proposed programs for
racially isolated minority schools (RIMS) during 1980-81. This program
is designed to meet the needs of national origin minority students who
are required by State mandate (AB 1329) to participate in Lau programs.
Objectives of the BCTP include:rrecruitment and retention of bilingual
teachers; improving the bilingual teaching and language skills of both
bilingual and monolingual teaching staff; upgrading the quality of
bilingual teaching and providing additional language services to NES/LES
students at 115 eligible RIMS.

Schools designated RIMS by the District in its June 18, 1979 submission
to the Court, which were not designated Educationally Impacted Schools
(EIS) by the District for 1979-80 will be eligible for program participation
provided the schools have bilingual teachers, bilingual programs and
NES/LES pupils. While implementation lf this program is subject to Court .

order and in part, the negotiations process, the District must proceed
with administrative steps necessary to facilitate program implementation
for 1980-81.

II._ ELIGIBILITY =

Al]. contract bilingual teachers who possess at least one of the following
. qualifications may apply for the BCTP:

1.-A Bilingual/Cross Cultural Specialist Credential, or

2. A Multiple Subject Credential with Bilingual/Cross Cultural
Emphasis, or

3. A Single Subject Credential with Bilingual/Cross Cultural
phasis, or

4. A Bilingual Certificate of Competence, or

5.' An Emergency Bilingual/Cross Cultural Credential, or

6. A-level fluency on a District examination.

370-371



MEMORANDUM NO. 41
May 27, Igiia

-2- Personnel Division

295
In general, bilingual teachers currently serving at an EIS site may
not transfer to a BCTP site if the principal indicates they will
be serving in a bilingual program during 1980-81. Transfer between
BCTP sites will not be made except where such transfers will solve
particular staffing problems at both schools.

III. INCENTIVES

Bilingual teachers who are selected to participate in the BCTP and agree
to be assigned additional duties, hours (an average of 2-3 hours per
week) and responsibilities which assist in the improvement of curriculum,
irstruction and services to NES/LES students, will receive a ,:esponsibility
salary differential. Teachers who meet all program criteria and possess
a certificate of competence or an appropriate bilingual credential will
receive a responsibility salary differential amounting to eleven (11)
percent of their base salary including career increments and degree
differentials: Teachers who meet all program criteria and possess Diitrict
identified A-level fluency in a language of need and who meet or agree
to meet state waiver requirements will receive a responsibility salary
differential amounting to five (5) percent of thier base salary including
career increments and degree differentials.

IV. DUE DATE

To be considered for placement September; 1980, all BCTP applicants are
requested to return the completed application form .o any Certificated
Personnel Office to later than 5 p.m. on Friday, June 12, 1980. Applications
will be accepted after June 13. Teachers interested in BCTP assignments
in proposed Year Round Schools should return applications as soon as possible.
Applications may be obtained from Certificated Personnel Offices and the
Teacher Integration Unit, Room P-218, Administrative Offices.

V. PROCEDURES

Principals are requested to:

A. Post a copy of this memorandum.

B. Call attention to the Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program, the list
of BCTP schools and this memorandum during a faculty meeting or in
a school bulletin.

C. Make copies of this memorandum available to teachers who are eligible
and interested in applying for the BCTP.-

FQr assistance and further information regarding the Bilingual Classroom Teacher
Program, please call ,ae Teacher Integration Unit at 625-6923 or 625-6863, or the
appropriate Certificated Personnel Office:

No-th Certificated Personnel Office-- 997-2451

South

East

West

APPROVED:

I

- 515-3119

- 625-6126-

- 742-7540

JERRY F. HALVERSON, Associate Superintendent

DISTRIBUTION: All Schools and Offices

0.1



rsonnel Division -3- MEMORANDUM NO. 41
May 27, 1980

Proposed Bilingual Classroom Teacher Program Schools

The following schools are proposed for inclusion in the BCTP provided they
have bilingual teachers, bilingual programs and NES/LES pupils.

296

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Alexandria (5)
Alta Loma (5)
Ambler Ave. (1)
Amestoy (1)
Annandale (7)
Annalee (1)
Avalon Gardens (1)
Bandini (1)
Belvedere (6)
Bridge (6)
Broadacres (1)
Broadway (4)
Brooklyn (6)
Buchanan (7)
Castelar (6)PY
Catskill (1)
Century Park (3)
Cimarron (3)
City Terrace (6)
Clifford (7)
Commonwealth (5) PY
Corona (2) PY
Dacotah (6) PY
Del Amo (1)
Denker (1)
Dorris (7)
Eastman (6)
El Sereno (6)
Elizabeth (2) Y
Elysian (7)
Euclid (6)
54th Street (4)

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

Elementary

(6)

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

Monte Vista (7)
Murchison (6)
Normont (1)
153rd Street (1)
116th Street (3)
135th Street (1)

Purche (1)
Riggin (6)
Rosemont (5) PY
Rowan (6)

Santa Barbara (3)
Santa Monica (5) PY
Second Street (6)
Selma (5) FY
74th Street (3)
Sierra Park (6)

Solano (7)
Soto (6)

State (2) PY
Stoner (4)
Towne (1)
Van Ness (5)
Vernon (2)
Virginia Road (5)
West Athens (3)
West Vernon (3)
Westminster (4)
Wilmington Pk (1)
Wilton Place (5)
Woodlawn (2) PY
Yorkdale (7)

52nd Street (3)
,Fishburn (2) Y
Ford (6)
49th Street (3)
Fourth Street (6)
Fries (1)
Gardena (1)
Garvanza (7)
Glen Alta (6)
Gulf (1)
Hammel (6)
Harrison (6)
Hawaiian (1)
Hillcrest (4)
Hoo;rer (5) PY

Humphreys (6)
Huntington Drive
Hyde Park (3)
La Salle (3)
Lane (6)
Leapwood (1)

Lillian (2) PY
Lockwood (7) PY
Loma Vista (2) PY
Malabar (6)
Marianna (6)
Mayberry (7)
Menlo (3)
Micheltorena (7)
Middleton (2)Y
Miles (7) Y
Miramonte (2)

Junior High Senior High

1. Burbank (7) -1. Banning (1)
2. Curtiss (1) 2. Bell (2)
3. Griffith (6) 3. Belmont (5)
4. Irving (7) 4. Franklin (7)
5. King (7) 5. Gardena (1)
6. Nimitz (2; PY 6. Garfield (6)
7. Peary (1) 7. Huntington Park (2)
8. South Gate (2) PY 8. Los Angeles (5)
9. Virgil (5) PY 9. Marshall (7)

10. Wilmington (1) 10. San Fernando (8)

Y - Continuing Year Round Schools
PY - Proposed Year Round School
PYM - Proposed Year Round Middle Schools (grades 6-8)

NOTE: Implementation of this program is subject to Court approval and in part,
the negotiations process.


